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eſtabliſh.— That the Rights of Man may become 
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you may enjoy the Happineſs of ſeeing the New 


World regenerate the Old, is the Prayer of, 
SIR, 
Your much obliged, and 
1 / obliged, and 
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RIGHTS of MAN, & c. 


Au ON the incivilities by which nations or individuals 

voke and irritate each other, Mr. Burke's pamphiet on the 
| Revolution is an extraordinary inftance. either the 
people of France, nor the National Aſſembly, were troubling 
themſelves about the affairs of England, or the Engliſh Par- 
liament; and why Mr. Burke ſhould commence an unprovoked 
attack wpon them, both in parliament and in public, is a conduct 
that cannot be pardoned on the ſ.oce of manners, nor juſtified on 
that of _ 

There is ſcarcely an epithet of abuſe to be found in the Eng- 
liſh language with which Mr. Burke has not loaded the French 
nation and the National Aſſembly. Every thing which rancour, 

ejudice, ignorance or knuwledge could ſuggeſt, are poured 
Forth in the copious fury of near four hundred pages. In the ſtrain 
and on the plan Mr. Eurke was writing, he might have wrote on 
to as many thouſands. When the tongue or the pen is let looſe 
in a phrenzy of paſſion, it is the man, and not ſubject, that 
becomes exhauſted. 

Hitherto Mr. Burke has been miſtaken and diſappointed in the 
opinions he had formed of the afftirs of France ; but ſuch is the 
ingenuity of his hope, or the malignancy of his deſpair, that ir 
furniſhes bim with yew pretences to go on. There was a time 
when it was impoffible to make Mr. Burke believe there would 
be any revolution in France. His opinion then was, that the 
French had neither ſpirit to undertake it, nor fortitude to ſupport 
15; and now that there is one, he ſceks an eſcape by condemn- 


it. 
"Hiee ſufficiently content with abuſing the National Aſſembly, a 
great part of his work is taken up with abuſing Dr. Price (one of 
the beſt-hearted men that lives), and the two focieties in England 
known by the name of the Revolution and the Conſtitutional 
Societies. 

Dr. Price had preached a ſermon on the 4th of November, 
1789, being the anniverlary of what is called in England the 
Revolution which took place in 1688. Mr. Burke, ſpeaking cf 
this ſermon, ſays, * The political Divine Pony dogmatically 
to aſſert, that, by the principles of the Revolution, the people 
ot England have acquired three fundamental rights: 

* 1. To chuſe our own governors. 

* 2. To caſhier them for miſconduct. 

* 3. To frame a 1 for ourſelves. 
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Dr. Price does not ſay that the righ#to do theſe things exiſts 
in this or in that p- rſ-n, or in this or in that deſcription of perſons, 
| but that it exiſts in the wiel, ; that it is a right relident in the 
nation—\VIr. Burke, on the contrary. denies that ſuch a right ex- 
iſts in the nation, either in whole or in part, or that it exiits any 
where; and what is ſtill more ſt ange and marvellous, he ſays, 
* that the people of England utterly diſclaim ſuch a right, and 
that they will refiſt the practical aſſertion of it with their lives 
and fortunes.” "That men ſhould take up arms, and ſpend their 
lives and fortunes. nor to maintain their rights, but to maintain 
they have ut rights, i. an entire new ſpecies of diſcovery, and 
ſuited to the paraduxial genius of Mr. Burke. 

The method which Mr. Burke takes to prove that the people 
of England have no ſuch rights, and that ſuch rights do not nov 
exiſt in the nation, either in whole or in part, or any where at all, 
i of the ſame marvellous and monſtrous kind with what he has 
already faid ; for his arguments are, that the perſons, or. the ge- 
neration of perſons, in whom they did exiſt, are dead, and with 
them the right is dead alſo. To prove this, he quotes a declara- 
tion made by parliament about a hundred years ago, to William 
and Mary, in theſe words: The Lords ſpiritual and tempo- 
ral, and Commons, do, in the name of the people aforeſaid 
„ (meaning the people of England then living)—moſt humbly 
% and faithfully /ubmit themſelves, their kerrs and erity, for 
„van.“ He alſo quotes a clauſe of another act of parliament 
made in the ſame reign, the terms of which, he ſays, ** bind us 
** —(meaning the people of that day)—** our heirs and our 
« poſterity, to them, their heirs and pyterity, to the end of 
time.“ 

Mr. Burke conceives his point ſuſſiciently eſtabliſhed by 
ducing thoſe claufes, which he enforces by ſaying that they 2 
the right of the nation for ever : and not yet content with mak - 
ing ſuch declarations, repeated over and over again, he further 
fays, * that if the people of —— pollefſed ſuch a right betore 
* the pron, 2 he ac — to have been the caſe, 
not only in England. but _ t Europe, at an early period 
* yet that the Engii/Þ nation did, at the time of the Res dladien 
* moſt folemnly renounce and abdicate it, for themſelves, and for 
* all their poſterity for ever.” 

As Mr. Burke occaſionally applies the poiſon drawn from his 
horrid principles (if it is not a tion to call them by the 
name of principles) not only to the Engliſh nation, but to the 
French Revolution and the National Aſſembly, and charges that 
auguſt, illuminated and illuminating body of men with the epi- 
thet of tur pers, I ſhall, /ans cd, monie, place another ſyſtem of 
principles in oppoſition to his. 

The Engliſh Parliament of 1688 did a certain thing, which, for 
themſelves and their conſtituents, they had a right to do, and 
. = * 4 — bo v1 pon done : In in addition to this 
right, which . egation, they /et up another right 
by affumption, that of binding and — poſterĩty to Do 
end of time. The cafe, . „ divides itſelf into 88 

whi 


the right which they poſſeſſed by delegation, and the ri 
they ſet up by aſſumption. The firſt is admitted ; 21 
to the ſecond, I reply 
There never did, there never will, and there never can exiſt a 
parliament, or any deſcription of men, or any generation of men, 


— — 


Hape whatever, than the parliament or the people of the 
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in any country, ple ſſed of the 1ight or the power of binding and 
controuling poſterity to the end of time,” or of commanding for 
ever how the world ſhall ba governed, or who ſhall govern it: and 
therefore all ſuch clauſes, acts or declarations, by which the makers 
of them attempt to do what they have neither the right nor the 
poxer to do, nor the power to execute, are in themſelves null 
and void. Every age and generation muſt be as free to act for 
itſelf, in all caſes, as the ages and gen*eratiors which preceded ir. 
The vanity and preſumption of governing beyond the grave, is 
the moſt ridiculous _ — of all tyrannies. Man © no 
ity in man 3 nei any generation a in 
2 which are to follow. Tus parliament of the — of 
168?, or of any other period, had no more right to diſpoſe of the 
people of the preſent day, or to bind or to controul them wy 
ent 
day have o diſpoſe of, bind or controul thoſe who are to live a 
hundred or a thouſand years hence. Every generation is and muſt 
be competent to all the purpoſes which its occaſions require. It 
is the living, and not the dead, that are io be accommodated. — 
When man ceaſes to be, his power and his wants ceaſe with him; 
and having no longer any participation in the concerns of this 
world, he has no longer any authority in directing who ſhall be 
its governors, or how its government ſhall be organized, or how 
adminiſtered. x "3 
1 am not contending for, nor againſt, any form of government, 
nor for, nor again, any party here or elſewhere. which a 
whole nation chooſes to do, it has a right todo. Mr. Burke ſays, 
No. Where then does the right exiſt? I am contending for the 
rights of the /zving, and againſt their being willed away, and 
controuled and contracted for, by the manuſcript aſſumed autho- 
rity of the dead ; and Mr. Burke is contending for the authoriry of 
the dead over the rights and freedom of the living. There was a 
time when kings diſpoſed of their crowns by will upon their death- 


TOE IS ee 
t the parliamentary clauſes upon whi $ ilds his 
litical — are of the ſame — 1 

The laws of every country muſt be to ſome common 
principle. In England, no parent or maſter, nor all the au hocity 
of parliament, omnipotent as it has called i:ſelf, ean bind or con- 
troul the perſonal freedom even of an individual bevond the 
of twenty-one years: On what ground of right then could 

— of 1688, cr any other parliament, bind all poſterity 

ever 

Thoſe who have quitted the world, and thoſe who are not yet 
arrived at it, are as remote each other as the utmoit firetch 
of mortal imagination can conceive. What poſſible obligation 
then can exiſt between them, what rule or principle can be laid 
down, that two non-entities, the one out of exiſtence, and the 
other not in, and who never can meet in this world, that the one 
ſhould controul the other to the end of time ? 

In England, it is faid that money cannot be taken out of the 
pockets of the — without the ir e ſent : But wko authorized, 
and who could authorize the parliament of 1688, to controul and 


take away the freedom of poſterity, and limit and confine their 
B2 rights 


beds, and configned the people, like beaſts of the field, o what- 
ever ſucceſſor they g_ - This is now fo exploded as ſcarce- 
, and ſo monſtrous as hardly to be believed: 


2 NIGHTS OF MAX. 


right* of afting in certain eaſes for ever, who were not in ex.itence 
to give or to with-hol.i their tonſen ? | 

A greater abſurdity cannot preſent i*felf ro the unterſtand vg of 
man, than «hat Mr. Burke offer: to his rex lers, He fells them, 
and he tells the world to come, thit a certain body of men, who 
exilted a hunde i years ago, made a law, and that there does nat 
now exilt in the nation, nor ever will, nor ever can, a power to 
alter if, Under how many ſul} ilties, or abfurdities, has the di- 
vine right to govern been impoſed on the credulity of mankind ! 
Mr. Burke has diſcovered a new one, and he has ſhortened his 

rey to Rome, by appealing to the power of this infall.- 

e parliament of former dvs; and he pro:uce< what i has dove, 
as of divine author ty: for that power mu t certainly be more than 
human, which no human po er to the end of time can alter. 

Bur Mr. Burke has done ſome ſervice, not to his cauſe, but to 
his country, by bringing thoſe clauſes into public view. They 
ſerve to demonſtrate ho neceſſary i i at all times to watch a- 
gainſt the attemp'ed encroichment of power, and to prevent its 
running to — I* is fomewhat extraordinary, thit the offence 
for which James II. was expelled, that of ſetting up power by 

famption, ſhould be re-afted, under another ſhape and form, by 

e parliament that > gp him. It ſhews, that the rights of 
man were but imperfectly underſto d at the Revolution ; tor cer- 
tain it is, that the right which that parliament ſet up by afſump- 
tion (for by delegation it had it not, and could not have it, be- 
cauſe none could give it) over the p-rſons and freedom of poſte- 
rity for ever, was of the fame tyrannical unfounded kind which 
James attempted to ſet up over the parliament and the nation, and 
for which he was expelled. The only difference is, (for in prin- 
ciple they differ not) that the one was an uſurper over the living, 
and the other over the untorn ; and as the one has no better au- 
thorĩty to ſtand upon than the other, both of them mult be equally 
null and void, and of no effect. 

From what, or from whence, does Mr. Burke prove the right 
of any human power to bind poſterity for ever ? He has produced 
his clauſes ; but he muſt uce allo his proofs, that ſuch a right 
exifted, and ſhew how it exiſted. If it ever exiſted, it muſt now 
exiſt; for whatever appertains to the nature of man, cannot he 
annihilated by man. Ir is the nature of man to die, and he will 
continue to die as lang as he continues to be born. But Mr. Burke 
has ſet up a fort of political Adam, in whom all poſterity are bound 
for ever ; he muſt the efure prove that his Adam poſleſſed ſuch a 
power or ſuch a righr. 

The weaker any cord is, the lefs will it bear to be ſtretched, 
and the worſeis the policy to ſtretch it, unleſs it is intended to break 
it. Had a perſon contemplated the overthrow of Mr. Burke's po- 
fition, he would have proceeded as Mr. Burke has done. He 
would have magnitied the authorities, on purpoſe to have called 
the ri2/it of them into queſtion ; and the inſtant the queſtion of 
right was ſtarted, the authorities muſt have been given up. 

It requires but a very ſmall glance of thought to perceive, that 
altho*' laws made in one generation often continue in force through 
ſucceeding generations, yet that they continue to derive their force 
from the conſent of the living. A law not repealed continues in 
force, not becauſe it cannot be repealed, bu: becauſe it is not re- 

pealed ; and the non-repealing paſſes for conſent. 3 
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But Mr. Burke's clauſes have not even this qualification in their 
f vour. They become null, by attempting to become immortal. 
"The nature of them precFudes conſent. they deſtroy the right 
which they H have, by grounding it on a right which they can- 
wt hive. Immortal power is not a human right, and therefore 
cannot be a right of parliament. The parliament of 1588 might 
as well have paſſed an act to have authoriſed themſelves to live for 
ever, as to make their authority live for ever. All therefore that 
can be ſaid of them is, that they are a formality of words, cf as 
much import, as if thoſe who uſed them had addreſſed 2 
tulation to themſelves, and, in the oriental ſtile of antiquity, had 

ſaid, O Parliament, live for ever! a ; 

'the circumſlances of the world are continually changing, and 
the opinions of men change alſo; and as government is for the 
living, and not for the dead, it is the living only that has any right 
in it. That which may be thought right and found convenient in 
one age, may be thought wrong and found inconvenient/in ano. 
ö luch caſes. Who is to decide ; the living, or the 
dead ? 

As almoſt one hundred pages of Mr. Burke's book are employed 
upon theſe clauſes, it will conſequently follow, that if the clauſes 
themſelves, ſo far as they ſet up an «fſumed, uſurped dominion 
over poſterity for ever, are unauthoritative, and in their nature null 
and void. that all his voluminous inferences and deelamations 
drawn therefrom, or founded thereon, are null and void allo: 
and on this ground | reſt the matter. ; 

We now come more particularly to the affairs of France, Mr. 
Burke's book has the appearance of being written as inſtruction 
to the French nation ; Dur if I may permit myſelf the uſe of an 
extravagant metaphor, ſuited to the extravagance of the caſe, It 
is darkneſs attempting to illuminate light. 

While I am writing this, there is accidentally before me ſome 
propoſals for a declaration of rights by the Marquis de la Fayette 
(1 aſk his pardon for * his former addreſs, and do it only for 
diſtinetion's ſake) to the National Aſſembly on the 1rith of July, 
1759, three days before the taking of the Baſtile ; and I cannot 
but be ſtruck how oppoſite the ſources are from which that Gentle- 
man and Mr. Burke draw their principles. Inſtead of referring 
to multy records and mouldy parchments to prove that the rights 
of the living are loſt, ** renounced and abdicated for ever,” by 
thoſe who are now no more, as Mr. Burke has done, M. de la 
Fayette applies to the living world, and emphatically ſays, ** Call 
to mind the ſentiments which Nature has engraved in the heart 
of every citizen, and which take a new force when they are ſo- 
** lemnly recognized by all :—For a nation to love liberty, it is 
* ſufficient that ſhe knows it; and to be free, it is ſufficient that 
** ſhe wills it.” How dry, barren, and obſcure, is the ſource from 
which Mr. Burke labours ; and tow inetfeQual, though gay with 
flowers, are all his declamation and his argument, compared with 
theſe clear, conciſe, and ſoul-animating ſentiments! Few and 
ſhort as they are, they l-ad on to a vaſt ficld of g-nerous and 
manly thinking, and do not finiſh, like Mr. Burke's periods, with 
muſic in the ear, and nothing in the heart. 

As I have introduced the mention of M. de la Fayette, I will 
take the liberty of adding an anecdote reſpecting his farewell ad- 
dreſs to the eſs of America in 178z, and which * 

| eſh 
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freſh to my mind when I fas Mr. Burke's thundering attack on 
the French Revolution. —M. de la Favette went to America at an 
early period of the war, and continued a »Munteer in her ſervice 
to the end. — His conduct through the whole of that enterprife is 
one of the moſt extraordinary that is to be found in the hiftory of 
a young man, ſcarcely then twenty years of age. Situated in a 
country that was like the lap of ſenfual pleaſure, and with the 
mean: of enjoying it, how few are there to be found «ho would 
exchnge ſuch a ſcene for the woods and wilderneſs of America 
aud pak, the flowery years of youth in-unprofitable danger and 
bardMh'p ! but ſuch ie the fact. When the war ended, and he was 
on the point of taking his final departure, he prefented himſelf to 
Congref:, and contemplating. in his affectionate farewell, the 
revolution he had teen, exprefled himſelf in thefe words: May 
«® this great monument, ratet to Liberty, ſerve as a leffon o 
« the oppriffor, and an 1 tn the pra When this 
addreſs came to the hands of Doctor Franklin, who was then in 
France, he applied to Count Vergenne: to have it inferted in the 
French Gazette, bur never could obtain his conſent. The fact 
was, that Count Vergennes was an ariſtocratical deſpot ar home, 
and dreaded the example cf the American revolution in France, 
e certain other pe ſons now dread the example of the French re- 
volution in Fngland; and Mr. Burke's tribute of fear (for in this 
light his book muſt be conſitered) runs parallel with Count Ver- 
ennes* refuſal. But, to return more particular'v to his work 
We have feen (fays Mr. Burke) the French rebel againſt a 
mild and lawful Monarch, with more fury, outrage, and in- 
„ fult, than any p*ople has been known to riſe againſt the moſt 
illegal uſurper, or the moſt ſanguinary tyrant.” This is 
one, among a thouſand other inſtances, in which Mr. Bucke ſhews 
that he is ignorant of the ſprings and principles of the French 
revolution. 
It was not ggainſt Louis the XVIth, but againſt the deſpotic 
principles of the government, that the nation revolted. Theſe 
cinciples had not their origin in him, but in the original eſta- 
Ei: ahent. many centuries back ; and they were become too deeply 
rooted to be removed, an the augean ſtable of parafites and 
222 too abominably filthy te be cleanſed, by any thing 
ort of a complete and u verfal revolution. When ir becomes 
neceſſary to do a thing, the whole heart and foul ſhould go into 
the meaſure, or not attempt it. That criſis was then arrived, and 
there remaineq no choice but to act with determined vigour, or not 
at all. The King was known to be the friend of the nation, and 
this circumſtance was favourable to the enterpriſe. Perhaps no 
man bred up in the flile of an abſo'ure King, ever poſſeſſed a heart 
fo little diſpoſed to the exercite of that ſpecies of power as the 
reſent King of France. But the principles of the government 
ſelf fill remained the fame. The Monarch and the Monarchy 
were dittind and ſeparate things; and it was againſt the eſt. 
bliſned deſporifm of the latter, and not againſt the perfon or prin- 
ciples of the former, that the revolt commenced, and the revolu- 
tion has been carried. 
Mr. Rurke does rot attend to the diſtinction between men ard 
principles, and therefore be does not fee that a revolt may take 
piace 
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place againſt the deſpotiſm of the latter, while there lies no charge 
of deſpotiim againſt the former. : 

"The natural muderation of Louis the X VIth contributed no- 
thing to alter the hereditary deſpotiſm of the monarchy. All the 
tyrannies of former reigns, aCteq under hat hereditar deſpotiſm, 
were till liable to be revived in he hands of a fuccetlor. It was 
no: he refpite of a reign that would fatisty France, eniightened 
as ſhe was then become. A caſual diſcontinuance of the practice 
of deſpot.ſm, is not a diſcontinuance ct its . the tormer 
obs as the virtue of the individual whos in immediate poſſeſ- 
fion of the power ; the latter, on the virtue and foititule of the 
na ion. In the cafe of Charles I. ana Jimes II. of England, the 
revolt was againſt the perſonal cefput:im of men ; whereas, in 
France it was againſt the herevitary Getpotitm ct the eitablifhed 
goverament. but men who can conſign over the right> of poſte- 
rity tor ever on the authority of a moudy parchment, like Mr. 
Burke, are not yualified to jucge of this revolutior. It takes in a 
Held too vaſt for their views to explore, anc proceeds with a migh- 
tine l of reaſou they cannot k-ep pace with. 

But there are many points of view in which this revolution may 
be corfidered. When de ſpotiim has eftall:ſhed itſelf ſor ages in 
a country, as in France, it is not in the aan of the Kirg only 
that it relides. It has the appearance of being ſo in ſhow, and in 
nominal authority; but it i- not ſo in practice, and in fact. It has 
its flandard every where. Every office and department has its 
deſpotiſm, founded upon cultom aud uſage. Every place has its 
Battle, and every Eattile its deſpot. the original hereditary 
aeſpotiim reſident in the perſon of the King, divides and fubdivides 
iiſelf into a thouſand ſhapes and forms, till at laſt the v hole of it 
is «ed by deputation. This was the caſe in France; and againtt 
this ſpecies of deſputiſm, proceeding on through an endleſs labyrinth 
of office till the fource of it is ſcarcely perceptible, there is nu 
mode of redreſs Ir itrengthens itfelf by afluming the appearance 
ot dw'y, and tyrannifes under the pretence of obeying, 

When a man reflects on the condition which France was in from 
the nature of her government, he will fee other cauſes tor revolt 
than thuſe which immediately connect themſelves with the perſon 
or character of Louis XVI. There were, if I may fo expreſs 
it, a thouſand defporiſms to be reformed in France, which had 
grown up under the hereditary deſpotiſm of the monarchy, and 
became fo rooted as to be in a great meaſure independent of it. 
Between the monarchy, the parliament, and the church, there 
was a 1iva//Lip of deſpotiim : befices the feudal weſpotiſm oper- 
ating locally, and the miniſterial deſpotiſm operating every-where. 
Put Mr. Burke, confidering the King as the only ible object of 
4 revolt, ſpeaks as if France was a village, in which every thing 
that paſſed mult be known to its commanding officer, and no op- 

en could be ated but what be could immediately control. 

r. Burke might have been in the Baſtile his whole life, as well 
under Louis XVI. as Louis XIV. and neither the one nor the 
other have known that ſuch a man as Mr. Burke exifted. The de- 
potic principles of the government were the lame in both reigns 
ana rs diſpolitions of the men were as remote as tyranny 
benevolence. 

What Mr. Burke conſiders as a re h on the French Revolu- 
tion (that of bringing it forward under a teign more mild than the 


preceding 
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preceding ones), is one of its higheſt honours. The revolutions 
that have taken place in other European countries, have been ex- 
cited by perſonal hatred. "Fhe rage was againſt the man, and he 
became the victim. But. in the inſtance of France, we fee a 
revolution generated in the rational contemplation of the rights 
of man, and diſtinguiſhing from the beginning between perſons 
and principles. 

But Mr. Buike appears to have no idea of principles, when ke 
is contemplating governments ** Ten years ago (favs he) I could 
have felicitated France on her having a government, withour 
** enquiring what the nature of that government was, or how jt 
*« was adminiſtered.” I. this the larguage of a rational man? Is 
i: the language of a heart feeling as it ought to feel for the rights 
and . of the human race? — On thi ground, Mr. Burke 
muſt compliment every government in the world, white the vic- 
tims who ſutfetr under them, whether ſold into flavery, or tortured 
out of exiſtence, are whoily forgotten. It is power, and not prin- 
ciples, that Mr, Buike vererates; and under this abominable 
d-pr:vity, he is diſqualified to judge between them.—Thus much 
for his opinion as to the occaſions of the F.ench Revolution. I 
now proceed to other conhiderations. 

I know a place in America called Foint-no Point; becauſe as 
you proceed along the fore, gay and flowery as Mr. Burke's lan- 
guage, it continually tecedes and preflents itſelf at a diſtance 
a head; and when vou have got as far as you can go, there 1s no 
point at all, Juſt thus it is with Mr. Burke's three hunde and 
hſ'y-five pages. It is therefore difficult o reply to him. But as 
the paint he wiſhe: to eſtabliſh may be inferred from what he 
abuſes, it is in his paradexes that we mult look for his argu- 
ments. 

As to the tragic pany by which Mr. Burke has outraged his 
own imagination, and ſeeks to work upon that of his readers, 
ther are very well calculated for theatrical repreſentation, where 
facts are manuf..Qured for the fake of fon, and accommonared 
to produce, through the werknels of ſympathy, a weeping effect. 
But Mr. Burke ſhould recollect that he is writing Hiſtory, ard not 
Plays ; and that his readers will expect truth, and not the ſpout- 
ing rant of high-toned exclamation. 

When we lee a man dramatically lamenting in a publication 
intended to be believed, that The age of chrualry is gone 
that The glory of Eee is extinguiſhed for ever ' that The un- 
* bought grace of life, (if any one knows what it is.) the cheap de- 
** fonce of nations, the nurſe of manly ſentrment and heroic en- 
* terpriz” is gone“ and all this becauſe the Quxiote age of chi- 
valry nonſenſe is gone, What opinion can we form of his judg- 
ment, or what regard can we pay to his facts? In the rhapſody 
of his imagination, he has diſcovered a world of wind-mills, and 
his ſorrows are, that there are no Quixotes to attack them. But 
it the age of ariſtocracy, like that of chivalry, ſhould fall, and 
they had original'y ſome connection, Mr. Burke, the trumpeter 
of the Order, max continue his parody to the end, and finiſh with 
exclaiming—'* Ot occupation's gone 

Notwithitanding Mr. Burke's horrid paintings, when the French 
Revolution is compared with that of other countries. the aſtoniſh- 
ment will be, that it is marked with fo few ſacrifices ; but this 

aſtoniſhment will ceaſe when we refie& that it was principles and 


not perſons, that were the meditated objects of defiruftion, The 
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mind of the nation was acted upon by a higher ſtimulus than what 
the conſideration of perſons could inſpire, and f a higher 
conqueſt than could be uced by the downfall of an enemy. 
Among the few who fell, there do not appear to be any that were 
intentionally fingled out. They all of them had their fave in the 
circumſtances of the moment, and were not purſued with thac 
long, cold-blooded, unabated revenge which purſued the unfortu- 
nate Scotch in the affair of 1945. 

Through the whole of Mr. Burke's book I do not obſerve that 
the Rat fe is mentioned more than once, and that with a kind of 
implication as if he were ſorry it is 1. 4 down, and wiſhed it 
were built up again. Wehave rebuilt — 21 he), and 
* tenanted the manſion; and we have priſons almoſt as as 
*< the Baſtile for thoſe who dare to libel the of France #.” 
As to what a madman, like the perſon called George Gordon, 
might ſay, and to whom Newgate is rather a bedlam than a pri- 
ſon, it is unworthy a rational conſideration. It was a madman 
that libelled that is ſufficient apology ; and it afforded an 
opportunity for confining him, which was the thing that was 
withed for : But certain it is that Mr. Burke, who does not call 
himſelf a madman, whatever other people may do, has libelled, 
in the moſt unprovoked manner, and in the groſſeſt ſtile of the 
moſt vulgar abuſe, the whole repreſentative authority of France ; 
and yet Mr. Burke takes his ſeat in the Britiſh Houſe of Com- 
mons! From his violence and his grief, his filence on ſome 
2 and his exceſs on others, it is difficult not to believe that 

r. Burke is ſorry, extremely ſorry, that arbitrary power, the 
ile, are pulled down. 


power of the Pope, and the 


Not one glance of compaſhon, not one commiſerati 
that I can Lad th his book, has he beſlowed on thoſe who 
lingered out the wretched of lives, a life without hope, in 


the moſt miſerable of priſons. It is painful ts behold a man em- 
ploying his talents to corrupt himſelf. Nature has been kinder to 
r. Burke than he is to her. He is not affected by the reality of 
diſtreſs touching upon his heart, but by the ſhowy reſemblance of 
it ſtriking his imagination. He pities the plumage, but forgets 
the dying bird. Accuſtomed to kiſs the ariſtocratical hand that 
hath purloined him from himſelf, he into 2 com 
ſition of art, and the genuine foul of nature forſakes him. His 
hero or his heroine muſt be a tragedy- victim expiring in ſhow, 
and not the real priſoner of miſery fidin ing into death iu the filence 
of a dungeon. 


—_— — mt ** 


in Mr. 


now ſerve ſuch a king, with but a decent a 
cordially obey the orders of tl:oſe whom but 
his name, they had committed to the Baſti 
the taking it is mentioned as implyi i 
French == who aſſiſted in demoliſh 
not (ſays he) forgot the taking the king's caſtles at Paris. 
is Mr. Burke, who pretends to write on i 
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As Mr. Burke has paſſed over the whole tranſaction of the Baſ- 
tile (and his ſilence is not in lis favour), and has entertained his 
readers with reflections on ſuppoſed facts diltorted into real falſe- 
boods, I will we, ſince he has nor, ſome account of the circum- 
ſtances, which preceded that tran action. They will ferve to ſhew, 
that teſs miſchief could ſcarcely have accompanied ſuch an event 
when conlidered with the treacherous and hoſtile aggravations of 
the enemies of the Revolution. 

The mind can hardly picture to itfelf a more tremendous ſcene 
than what the city of Paris exhibited at the time of taking the 
aue and for two day, before and after, nor conceive the poſ- 
Ability of its quieting ſo ſoon. At a diſtance, this tranſ:Qtion has 
appeared only as an act of herviſm, ſtanding on itſelf; and the 
eſaſe political connection it had with the Revolution is loſt in the 
brilliancy of the atchievement. But weare to conſider it as the 
ſtrength of the parties, brought man to man, and contending for 
rhe iffue. he Baſtile was to be either the prize or the priſon of 
tie aſſaillants. I he cownfal of it included the idea of the downfal 
of Defpotiſm ; and this compounaed image was become as figu- 
ratively united as Bunyan's Doubting Caſtle and Giant Deſpair. 

The National Aﬀembly, befure and at the time of taking the 

ile, was fitting at Verſailles, twelve miles diſtant from Paris. 

bout a week before the riſing of the Pariſians, and their takin 

the Baſtile, it was diſcovered that a plot was forming, at the head 
of which was the Count d' Artois, the King's youngeſt brother, 
for demoliſhing the National Aſſembly, ſeizing its members, 
and thereby cruſhing, by a cap de main, ail hopes and proſpects 
of forming a free government. For the ſake of humanity, as well 
as of freedom, it is well this plan did not fucceed. Examples 
ate not wanting to ſhew how dreadfully vindictive and cruel are 
all old governments, when they are ſucceſsful againit what they 
call a revolt. 

This plan muſt have been ſome time in contemplation ; be- 
cauſe, in order to carry it into execution, it was neceſſary to col- 
lect a large military force round Paris, and to cut off the commu- 
nicatian 4 that city and the National Aſſembly at Ver- 


failles. The troops deſtined for this ſervice were chiefly the fo- 
reign troops in the pay of France, and who, for this | cores 


poſe, were drawn from the diſtant provinces where they were 
then ſtationed. When they were collected, to the amount of be- 
teen twenty-five and thirty thouſand, it was judged time to 
the plan into execution. Ihe miniſtry who were then in office, 
and who were friendly to the Revolution, were inſtantly diſmiſſed, 
and a new miniiiry formed of thoſe who had concerted the pro- 
j£t;—among whom was Count de Broglio, and to his ſhare was 
given the command of thoſe troops. Ihe character of this man, 
as deſcribed to me in a letter which I communicated to Mr. 
Burke before he began to write his book, and from an authority 
which Mr. Burke well knows was „was that of ** an high- 
* fiviog ariitocrat, cool, and capable of every miſchief.” 

While theſe matters were agitating, the National Aﬀembly 
ſtood in the moſt perilous and critical fituation that a body of 
men can be ſuppoſed to act in. They were the devoted victims, 
and they knew it. They had the hearts and wiſhes of their coun- 
t:v on their fide, but mibrary authority they had none. 
gurrds of Broglio furrounded the hall where the aſſembly ſat 
ieady, at the word of command, to ſeize their perſons, as had 
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been done the year before to the parliament of Paris. Had the 
National Aſſembly deferted their truſt, or had they exhibited 
ſigns of weakneſs or fear, their enemies had been encouraged, an4 
the country deprefſed. When the fituat.on they ſtood in, the cauſe 
they were engaged in, and the criſis then ready to burſt which 
ſhould determine their perſonal and political fate, and that of 
their country, and probably of Europe, are taken into one view, 
none but a heart callous with prejudice, or corrupted by depen- 
dance, can avoid intereſting itſelf in their ſucceſ-. 

The archbiſhop of Vienne was at this time preſident of the Na- 
tional Aflembly ; a perſun too old to undergo the ſcene that a 
few days, or a few hours, might bring forth. A man of more 
activity, and bolder fortirude, was neceſſary ; and the National 
Aſſembly choſe (under the form of a vice-preſident, for the preſi- 
dency ſtill reſided in the archbiſhop) M. de la Favette ; and this 
is the only inſtance of a vice-preſident being choſen. It was at 
the moment that this ſtorm was pending Chu y 11.) that a decla- 
ration of rights was brought forward b de la Fayette, and is 
the ſame which is alluded to in pageg. It was haſtily drawn up, and 
makes only a yy of a more extenſive declaration of rights, a- 

reed upon and adopted afterwards by the National Aſſembly.— 
he particular reaſon for bringing it forward at this moment, 
(M. de la Fayette has fince informed me} was, that if the Nati-. 
onal Aﬀembly ſhould fall in the threatened deſtruction that then 
ſurrounded it, ſome traces of its principles might have the chance 
of ſurviving the wreck. 

Every thing now was drawing to a criſis. The event was free- 
dom or ſlavery. On one fide, an army of nearly thirty thouſand 
men ; on the other, an unarmed body of citizens z for the citizens 
of Paris, on whom the National Aſſembly muſt then immedi- 
ately de , were as unarmed and as undiſciplined as the citi- 
zens of London are now.—The French guards had given ſtrong 
ſymptoms of their being attached to the national cauſe ; but their 
numbers were ſmall, not a tenth part of the force that Broglio 
commanded, and their officers were in the intereſt of Broglio. 

Matters being now ripe for execution, the new miniſtry made 
their appearance in office, The reader will carry in his mind, that 
the Ballile was taken the 14th of July: the point of time I am 
now ſpeaking to, is the 12th. Immediately on the news of the 
change of miniſtry reaching Paris in the afternoon, all the play- 
houſes and places of entertainment, ſhops and houſes, were ſhut 
up The change of miniſtry was conſidered as the prelude of hoſ- 

ities, and the opinion was rightly founded. 

The foreign troops began to advance towards the city, The 
Prince de Lambeſe, who commanded a body of German cavalry, 

hed by the Place of Lewis XV. which connects itſelf with 
ſome of the ſtreets. In his march, he inſulted and ſtruck an old 
man with his ſword. The French are remarkable for their reſ- 
pe to old age, and the infolence with which it appeared to be 
done, uniting with the general fermentation they were in, pro- 
duced a powerful effect, and a cry of To arms / to arms / ſpread 
itſelf in a moment over the city. | 
Arms they had none, nor ſcarcely any who knew the uſe of them: 
but deſperate reſolution, when every hope is at ſtake, 4 ſor 
a while, the want of arms. Near where the Prince de Lambeſe 
was drawn up, were large . of ſtones collected for building 
2 the 
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the new bridge, and with th-ſe the e attacked the cavalry 
A party of the French guards, upon hearing the firing, ruſhed 
from their quarters and joined the people: and night coming on 
the cavalry retreated. 

The ſtreets of Paris, being narrow, are favourable for defence 
and the loftineſs of the houſes, conſiſting of many ſtories, from 
which great annoyance might be given, Tecured them againſt noc- 
turnal enterpriſe ; and the night was ſpent in providing them- 
ſelves with every ſort of weapon they could make or procure .—- 
Guns, ſwords, blackſmiths hammers, carpenters axes, iron crows, 
Pikes, halberts, pitchforks, ſpits, clubs, &c. &c. 

The incredible numbers with which they afſembled the next 
morning, and the ſtill more incredible refolution they exhibited, 
embarralied and aftoniſhed their enemies. Little did the new mi- 
niſtry __ ſuch a ſalute. Accuſtomed to flavery themſelves, 
they had no idea that Liberty was capable of ſuch inſpiration, or 
that a body of unarmed citizens would dare to face the military 
force of thirty thouſan i men. Every moment of this day was em- 

loyed in collecting arms, concerting plans and arranging them- 
elves into the beſt order which ſuch an inſtantaneous movement 
could afford. Broglio continued lying round the city, but made no 
further advances this day, and the tucceeding night paſſed with 
as much tranquillity as ſuch a ſcene could bly produce. 

But defence only was not the object of the citizens. They had 
a cauſe at ſtake, on which depended their freedom or their fla- 
very. They every moment expected an attack, or to hear of one 
made on the National Aﬀembiy ; and in ſuch a fituation, the moſt 
prompt meaſures are ſometimes the beſt. The object that now 
1. itſelf, was the Baſtile; and the eclat of carrying ſuch a 

reſs in the face of ſuch an army, could not fail to ſtrike a ter- 
ror into the new miniſtry, who had ſcarcely yet had time to meet. 
By ſome intercepted correſpondence this morning, it was diſcover- 

„that the Mayor of Paris, M. Deffi-fſelles, who ared to 
be in their intereſt, was betraying them j and from this diſcovery, 
there remained no doubt that Broglio would reinforce the Baſtile 
the enſuing evening. It was therefore neceſſary to attack it that 
day ; but before this could be done, it was firſt neceſſary to pro- 
cure a better ſupply of arms than they were then poſſeſſed of. 

There was adjoining to the city, a large magazine of arms de- 
poſited at the Hoſpital of the Invalids, which the citizens ſummon- 
ed to ſurrender ; and as the place was not defenſible, nor attempt- 
ed much defence, they ſoon ſucceeded, Thus fupplied, they 
marched to attack the Baſtile ; a vaſt mixed multitude of all ages, 
and of all degrees, and armed with all farts of weapons, Imagi- 
nation would fail in deſeribing to itſelf the a rance of ſuch a 

eſſion, and of the anxiety for the events which a few hours or 
a few minutes might produce. What plans the miniſtry was form- 
ing. were as unknown to the people within the city, as what the 
citizens were doing was unknown to them; and what movements 
Broglio might make for the ſupport or relief of the place, 
were to the citizens equally as unknown. All was myſtery and 
hazard. | 

That the Baſtile was attacked with an enthuſiaſm of heroiſm, 
ſuch only as the higheſt animation of liberty could inſpire, and 
carried in the . of a few hours, is an event which the world is 
fully poſſeſſed of. I am not undertaking a detail of the attack ; 
ber bringing into view the conſpiracy agaiuft the nation which pro- 
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voked it, and which fell with the Baſtile. The priſon to which ' 
the new miniftry were dooming the National Aſſembly, in addi- 
tion to its being the high altar and caſtle of deſpociſm, me the 
proper object to begin with. This enterpriſe broke up the new 
miniſtry, who began now to fly from the ruin — had ur- 
2 others. The troops of Broglio diſperſed, and hi fled 

Mr. Burke has ſpoken a great deal about plots, but he has ne- 
ver once fpoken of this plot * the National Aſſembly, and 
the liberties of the nation; and that he might not, he has paſſed 
over all the ' circumſtances that might throw it in his way. The 
exiles who have fled fram France, whoſe caſe he ſo much intereſts 
himſelf in, and from whom he has had his leſſon, fled in conſe- 
quence of the miſcarriage of this plot. No plot was formed a- 

init them ; it were they who were plotting againſt others:; and 

ſe who fell, met, not — 8 the puniſhment they were pre- 
paring to execute. But will Mr. Burke ſay, that if this plot, con- 
trived with the ſubtlety of an ambuſcade, had ſucceeded, the ſuc- 
ceſsful party would have reſtrained their wrath ſo ſoon ? Let the 
hiſtory of all old governments anſwer the queſtion. 

Whom has the National Aﬀembly brought to the ſcaffold ?— 
None. They were themſelves the dev vidims of this plot, 
and they have not retaliated ; why then are they charged with 
revenge they have not ated ? In the tremendous breaking forth 
of a whole 22 in which all degrees, tempers and characters 
are confounded, and delivering themſelves, by a miracle of exer- 
tion, from the deſtruction mieditated a ainſt them, is it to be ex- 
— that nothing will happen? en men are ſore with the 
enſe of oppreſſions, and menaced with the proſpect of new ones, 
is the calmneſs of philoſophy, or the palſy of inſenſibility, to be 
looked for ? Mr. Burke exclaims againſt outrage ; yet the greateſt 
is that which himſelf * 82 Las is a VO Ing 
outrage, not apologized y the impulle of a moment, but che- 
— 2 a ſpace of ten months ; yet Mr. Burke had no pro- 
vocation, no life, no intereſt at ſtake. 

More citizens fell in this ſtruggle than of their opponents : but 
four or five perſons were ſeized by the populace, and inftantly pur 
to death ; the Governor of the Baſtile, and the Mayor of Paris, 
who was detected in the act of betraying them; and afterwards 
Foulon, one of the new miniſtry, and Berthier his ſon-in-law, 
who had accepted. the office of intendant of Paris, Their heads 
were ſtuck u ſpikes, and carried about the city ; and it is u 
this mode of puniſhment that Mr. Burke builds a great part of his 
tragic ſcenes. Let us therefore examine how mer. came by the 
idea of puniſhing in this manner. 

They learn it from the governments they live under, and re- 
taliate the puniſhments they have been accuſtomei to behold. 
The heads ſtuck upon ſpikes, which remained for year: upon 
Temple-bar, differed nothing in the horror of the ſcene from 
thoſe carried about upon ſpikes at Paris : vet this was done by the 
Engliſh government. It may ps be ſaid, that it ſignifies - 
thing to a man what is done to him after he is dea; but it fgni- 
fies much to the living: it either tortures the fe--lings, or kaciong 
their hearts ; and in either caſe, it inſtruct them how © pin 
when power falls into their hands. 

Lay then the axe to the root, and teach govern bommany, 
It is their ſanguinary puniſhments which cor. 7 mankind In 


England, 
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England, the puniſhment in certain caſes, is by anging, au- 
. and quartering ; the heart of the ſufferer is cut ing and held 
up to the view of he populace. In France under the former Ro- 
verum*-nt, the punihments were not lefs barbarous. Who does 
nut remember the execu ion of Damien, torn to pieces by horſes ? 
The effect of thoſe cruel ſpeRacles exhibited to the populace, is 
to deſtroy tenderneſs, or excite revenge ; and hy the baſe and falfi 
idea of governing men by terror, inftead of reafon, they become 
precedents. It is over the loweſt claſs of mankind that govern- 
ment by terror is intenied to operate, and it is on them that it 
operates to the worſt effect. They have ſenſe enough to feel they 
are the ſubjects aimed at; and they infli& in their turn the exam- 
ples cf terror they have been inſtructed to ſe. 

There are in all European countries, a large clafs of people of 
that deſcription which in England are called the mob.” OF 
this claſs were thoſe who committed the burnings and devaftations 
in London in 1780, and of this claſs were thoſe who carried the 
heads upon ſpikes in Paris. Foulon and Berthier were taken up 
in the country. and ſent to Paris, to underg» their etamination 
at the Hotel de Ville; for the National Aﬀembly, immediate! 
on the new miniſtry coming into office, paſſed a decree, which 
they communicated to the King and Cabinet, that they (the Na- 
tional Aﬀembly) would hold the miniſtry, of which Foulon was 
one, reſponſibie for the meaſures they were adviſing and purſuing ; 
but the mob, incenſed at the appearance of Foulon and Berthier, 
tore them from their conduQors before they were carried to the 
Hotel de Ville, and executed them on the ſpot. Why then does 
Mr. Burke charge outrages of this kind on a whole people? As 
well may he charge the riots and outrages of 1780 on all the peo- 
ple of London, or thoſe in Ireland on all his country. 

But every thing we ſee or hear offenſive to our feelings, and de- 
rogatory to the human character, ſhould lead to other reſtections 
than thoſe of reproach. Even the beings who commit them have 
ſome claim to our conſideration. How then is it that ſuch vaſt 
claſſes of mankind as are diſtinguiſhed by the appellation of the 
vulgar, or the ignorant mob, are ſo numerous in all old countries? 
The inftant we aſk ourſelves this queſtion, reſſection feels an an- 
ſwer. They arife, as an unavoidable conſequence, out of the ill 
conſtruction of all the old governments in Europe, England in- 
cluded with the reſt. It is by diſtortedly exalting ſome men, that 
others are diſtortedly debaſed, till the whole is out of nature. A 
vaſt maſs of minkind are degradedly thrown into the back-ground 
of the human pictare, to bring forward, with greater glare, the 

ppet · ſno u of ſtate and ariftocracy. In the commencement of a 
—— thoſe men are rather the followers of the c than 
of the fanlard of liberty, and have yet to be inſtructed to 
eie tre to Mr. Burks all bis theatrical for facts, 

give to Mr. Burke all his theatrical exaggerations 

ad | then atk him, if they do not eſtabliſh the certainty of what 
I here lay down? Admitting them to be true, they ſhew the ne- 
ceſſity of the French Revolution, as much as any one thing he 
could have atlerted. Vheſe outrages were not the eſtect of the 
principles of the Revolution, but of the degraded mind that ex- 
ited betor- the Revolution, and which the Revolution is calcu- 
lie4 torefurm, Place them then to their proper caufe, and cake 
the r-pioach of them to your own fide. 8 
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It is to the honour of the National Aſſembly, and the city of 
Paris, that during ſuch a tremendous ſcene of arms and confu 
beyond the controul of all authority, that they have been able, 

the influence of example and exhortation, to reſtrain ſo much. 
ever were more pains taken to inſtruct and enlighten mankind, 
and to make them fee that their intereſt conſiſted in their virtue, 
and not in their revenge, than what have been diſplayed in the 
Revolution of Frarce.—lI now proceed to make ſume remark: on 
Mr. ws py account of the expedition to Verſailles, October the 
and 6t 
3 cannot conſider Mr. Burke's book in ſcarcely any other light 
than a dramatic performance ; and he muſt, I think, have conſi- 
dered it in the ſame light himſelf, by the poetical liberties he has 
taken of omitting ſome facts, diſtorting others, and making the 
whole machinery bend to uce a ftage effect. Of this kind is 
his account of the expedition to Verſailles. He begins this ac- 
count by omitting the only facts which as cauſes are known to be 
true; every thing beyond theſe is conjecture even in Paris: ard 
he then works up a tale accommodated to his own paſſions and pre- 


ices. 

ena Mr. Burke's book that he never 
of plots again the Revolution ; and it is from thoſe — 
hat all the — have ariſen. It fuits his purpoſe to exhibit 
the uences without their cauſes, It is one of the arts of the 
drama to do fo. If the crimes of men were exhibited with their 
ſufferings, the ſtage eſſect would ſometimes be loft, and the au- 
dience would be inclined to approve where it was intended they 

ſhould commiſerate. a 
After all the inveſtigations that have been made into this intri- 


_ cate affair, (the expedition to Verſailles), it ſtill remains enve- 


loped in all that kind of myſtery which ever accompanies events 
uced more from a concurrence of awkward circumſtances, 
an from fixed defign. While the characters of men are form- 
ing, as is 7 the caſe in revolutions, there is a reciprocal ſuſ- 
picion, and a diſpoſition to mifinterpret each other z and even par- 
ries directly fite in principle, will ſometimes concur in puſh- 
in forward the fame movement with very different views, and 
with the hopes of its producing very different conſequences. A 
great deal of this may be diſcovered in this embarraſſed affair, 
and yet the iſſue of the whole was what nobody had in view. 

The on!y things certainly known, are, that confiderable uneaſi- 
neſs was at this time excited at Paris, by thedelay of the King in 

ot ſanctioning and forwarding the decrees of the National Aſ- 
embly, particularly that of the Dec/aration of the Rig hts of Man, 
and the decrees of the fourth. of Auguſt, which contained the 
foundation principles on which the conſtitution was to be erected. 
The kindeft, and perhaps the faireſt conjecture upon this matter 
is, that ſome of the miniſters intend a to make remarks and ob- 
ſervations upon certain parts of them, before they were finally 
ſanctioned and ſent to the provinces; but be this as it may, the 
enemies of the Revolution derived hopes from the delay, and the 
friends of the Revolution, uneaſineſs. 

During this ſtate of ſuſpenſe, the Garde du Corps, which was 
compoſed, as ſuch regiments generally are, of perſons much con- 
pected with the Court, gave an entertainment at Verſailics 
(OR ,) to ſome . then arrived; and when the 
entertaiument was at the heigit, on a ſignal given, the Gard 4 

(9; ps 
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Corps tore the national co-kade from their hats, trampled it un- 
der foot, and replaced it with a counter cockade prepared for the 

poſe. An indignity of this kind amounted to defiance. It 
was like declaring warz and if men will give challenges, they 
muſt expect conſequences. But all this Mr. Burke has carefully 
kept out of fight. He begins his account by faying. ++ Hiſtory 
** will record, that on the morning of the 6th of October 1789, 
the King and Queen of France, after x confuſion, alarm, 
** diſmay, and ſlaughter, lay down under the pledged ſecurity of 
public faith, to indulge nature in a few hours of reſpite, and 
« troubled melancholy repoſe.” This is neither the ſober ſtyle of 
hiſtory, nor the intention of it. It leaves every thing to be gueſſ- 
ed at, and mifigken. One would at leaſt think there had been a 
battle; and a battle there probably would have been, had it not 
deen for the moderating prudence of thoſe whom Mr. Burke in- 
volves in his cenſures. By his keeping the Garde du 4 out of 
fight, Mr. Burke has afforded himfelf the dramatic licence of 
putting the King and Queen in their places, as if the object of 
the expedition was againit them.—But, to return to my account 

T his conduct of the Garde du Corps, as might well be expeRt- 
ed, alarmed and enraged the Pariſians. The colours of the cauſe, 
and the cauſe itſelf, were become too united to miſtake the inten- 
tion of the inſult, and the Pariſians were determined to call the 
Garde du Corps to an account. There was certainly nothing of 
the cowardice of aſſaſſination in marching in the face of day to 
demand fſatjzxfaQion, if ſuch a phraſe may be uſed, of a body of 
armed men who had voluntarily given defiance. But the circum- 
tiance which ſerves to throw this affair into embarraſſment is, that 
the enemies of the Revolution appear to have encouraged it, as 
well as its friends. The one hoped to ent a civil war by 
checking it in time, and the other to make one. The hopes of 
thoſe oppoſed to the revolution, reſted in making the — 2 
their party, and getting him from Verſailles to Metz, where they 
expected to colle& a force, and ſet up a ſtandard. We have there- 
fore two different object preſenting themſelves at the ſame time, 
and to be accompliſhed by the ſame means: the one, to chaſtiſe 
the Garde du Cor fs, which was the object of the Parifians ; the 
other, to render the confuſion of fuch a ſcene an inducement to 
the King to fet oft for Metz. 

On the 5th of October, a very numerous body of women, and 
men in the diſguiſe of women, collected round the Hotel de Ville 
or town- hall at Paris, and ſet off for Verſailles. Their profeſſed 
object was the Garde du Corps ; but prudent men readily recollect 
that miſchief is eaſier begun than ended; and this impreſſed it. 
ſ-!f with the more force, from the ſuſpicions already ftated, and 
the irregularity of ſuch a cavalcade. As ſoon therefore as a ſuf- 
dient force could be collectzd, M. de la Fayette, by orders from 
the civil authority of Paris, ſet off after them at the head of 
ruenty thouſand of the Paris militia. The revolution could de- 
rive no benefit from confuſion, and its ers might. By an 
amiable and ſpirited manner of addreſs he had hitherto been for- 
turate in calming diſquietudes, and in this he was exrraordina- 
rely ſucceſsful; to fruſtrate, therefore, the hopes of thoſe who 
might ſeek to improve this ſcence into a fort of juſtifiable neceſſi 
fur the King's quitting Verſailles and withdrawing to Metz, 
wo prevent at the ſame time the conſequences that might enſue be- 


cen the Gaul? du Corps and this phalanx of men and women, 
he 
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he forwarded expreſſes to the King, that he was on his march to 
Verfailles, at the orders of the civil authority of Paris, for the 
purpoſe of peace and protection, expreſſing at the ſame time the 
neceffity of reſtraining the Garde du Corps from firing upon the 
S's 

. e arrived at Verſailles between ten and eleven at night. The 
Garde du Corps was drawn up, and the people had arrived ſome 
time before, every thing had remained ſuſpended. Wiſdom 
and policy now confitted in changing a ſcene of danger into a ha 

py event. M. de la Fayette became the mediator between the 
enraged parties; and the King, to remove the uneaſinefs, which 
had ariſen from the delay already fiated, ſent for the Preſident of 
the National Aſſembly, and ſigned the Declaration of the Rights 
1 and ſuch other parts of the conſtitution as were in rea- 

ineſs. 

It was now about one in the morning. Every thing appeared 
to be compoſed, and a general congratulation took place. Ar 
the beat of drum a proclamation was made, that the citizens of 
Verſailles would give the hoſpitality of their houſes to their fel- 
low. citizens of Paris. Thofe who could not be accommodated in 
this manner, remained in the ſtreets, or rook up their quarters in 
the churches ; and at two o'clock the King and retired, 

In this flate matters paſſed till the break of day, when a freſh 
diſturbance aroſe from the cenſurable conduf of ſome of both 
parties, for ſuch characters there will be in all ſuch ſcenes. One 
of the Garae du Corps appeared at one of the windows of the pa- 
lace, and the people who had remained during the night in the 
ſtreets accoſted him with reviling and provocative language. In- 
ſtead of retiring, as in ſuch a caſe ence would have dictated, 
he preſented his muſket, fired, and killed one of the Paris militia. 
The peace being thus broken, the people ruſhed into the palace in 
queſt of the offender. They attacked the quarters of the Garde 
du Corps within the palace, and purfued them throughout the 
avenues of it, and to the 14 of the King. On this tumulr, 
not the Queen only, as Mr. Burke has repreſented it, but every 

rſow in the palace, was awakened and alarmed; and M. dela 

ayette had a ſecond time to interpoſe between the parties, the 
event of which was, that the Garde du Corps put on the national 
cockade, and the matter ended as by oblivion, after the loſs of 
two or three lives. 

During the latter part of the time in which this confuſion was 
acting, the King and Queen were in public at the balcony, and 
neither of them concealed for ſafety's ſake, as Mr. Burke inſinu- 
ates, Matrers being thus appeaſed, and tranquillity reftored, a 
, acclamation broke forth, of Le Roi 4 Paris—-Le Roi à 

is—The King to Paris. It was the ſhout of peace, and im- 
mediately accepted on the part of the ng. y this meaſure, 
all future projects of trepanning the King to Metz, and ſetting u 
the ſtandard of oppoſition to the conſtituticp, were prevented, a 
the ſuſpicions extinguiſhed. The King and his family reached 
Paris in the evening, and were congratulated on their arrival by 
M. Bailly, the Mayor of Paris, in the name of the citizens. Mr. 


* I am warranted in aſſerting this, as I had it perfonally from 
M. de la Fayette. with whom I have lived in habits of friend- 
ſhip for fourteen years. 

D Burke, 
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Burke, who throughout his book confounds things, perſons, and 
principles, has in his remarks on M. Bailly's addrels, confounded 
time alſo. He cenſures M. Bailly for calling it wn hon jour,” 
a good day, Mr. Burke ſhould have informed bimſelf, that this 
ſcene took up the ſpice of two days, the day on which it b-gan 
with every appearance of danger and miſchief, and the day ou 
which it terminated without the miſchiefs, that threatened ; and 
that it is to this peaceful termination that M. Billy alludes, and 
to the arrival of the King at Paris. Not lefs than three hundred 
thouſand perſons arranged themſelves in the proceſſion fron Ver- 
ſailles to Paris, and not an act of moleſtation was committed dur- 
ing the whole march. 
r. Burke, on the authority of M. Lally Tolendal, a deſerter 
from the National Aſſembly, ſays, that on entering Pri, the 
people ſhouted, ** Toulrs 4 ui pues & la lanterne.” All Biſhops tu 
be hanged at the lanthorn or lam 23 is ſurpriſing that no- 
body ſhould hear this but Lally Tolendal, and that nobody ſhould 
believe it but Mir Burke. It has not the leaſt connettion with any 
part of the tranſaction, and is totally foreign to every circumſtance 
of it. The biſhops have never been introduced be fore into any 
ſcene of Mr. Burke's drama ; Why then are they, all at once, 
and altogether, tout 4 coup et tous enſemble, introduetd now? Mr. 
Burke brings forward his biſhop: and his lantharn like figures in 
a magic lanthorn, and raiſes his ſcenes by contraſt inſtead of con- 
nection. But it ſerves to ſhew, with the reſt of his book, what 
little credit ought to be given, where even probability is ſet at 
defiance, for the purpoſe of defaming; and with this reflection, 
inſtead of a ſoliloquy in praiſe of chivalry, as Mr. Burke has 
done. I cloſe the account of the expedition to Verlailles. # 

I have now to follow Mr. Burke through a pathleſs wilder 
neſs of rhapſodies, and a fort of deſcant upon governments, in 
which he aſſerts whatever he pleaſes, on the preſumption of its be- 
ing believed, without offering either evidence or reaſons for fo 
doing. 

Before any thing can be reaſoned upon to a concluſion, certain 
facts, principles, orc data, to reaſon from, muſt be eſtabliſhed, ad- 
mitred, or denied. Mr. Burke, with his uſual ourrage, abuſes the 
Declaration the Rights of Man, publiſhed by the National 
Aſſembly France as the baſis on which the conſtirution of 
France is built. This he calls and blurred ſheets of 
paper about the rights of man.” — r. Burke mean to deny 
that man has any rights? If he does, then he muſt mean that 
there are no ſuch things as rights any where, and that he has 
none himſelf; for who is there in the world but man? But 
if Mr. Burke means to admit that man has rights, the queſtion 
then will be, What are thoſe rights, and how came man by 
them originally ? 

The error of thoſe who reaſon by precedents drawn from anti- 
quity, reſpecting the rights of man, is, that they do not go far 

into antiquity, They do not go the whole way. ey 
ſiop in ſome of the intermediate ſtages of an hundred or a thou- 
land years, and produce what was then done as a rule for the 


An account of the expedition to Verſailles may whos fs 


No. 13, of the Revolution de Paris, containing the events from 
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preſent 


RIGHTS OF MAN. 23 


preſent day. This is no authority at all. If we travel ftill 
farther into antiquity, we ſhall find a direct contrary opini- 
on and practice prevailing; if antiquity is to be authority, a 
thouſand ſuch authorities may be uced, ſucceſſively con- 
tradicting each other: But if we proceed on, we ſhall at laſt 
come out right; we ſhall come to the time when man came 
from the hand of his Maker. What was he then? Man. Man 
was his high and only title, and a higher eannot be given him. 
—— But of titles | ſhall ſpeak hereafter. 4 : 

We are now at the origin of man, and at the origin of his 
rights. As to the manner in which the world has been governed 
from thatday to this, itis no farther any concern of ours than to 
make a r uſe of the errors or the improvements which the 
hiſtory of it preſents. Thoſe who lived a hundred or a thouſand 
years ago were then moderns as we are now. They had ker an- 
cients, and thoſe ancients had others, and we alſo ſhall be anci- 
ents in our turn. If the mere name of antiquity is to govern in 
the affairs of life, the people who are to live an hundred or a thou- 
ſand years hence, may as well take us for a precedent, as we make 
a precedent of thoſe who lived an hundred or a thouſand years 
ago. The fact is, that portions of antiquity, by proving every 
thing, eſtabliſh nothing. It is authority againſt authority all the 
way, till we come to the divine origin of the rights of man at the 
creation. Here our enquiries find a reſting-place, and our reaſon 
finds a home. If a diſpute about the rights of man had aroſe at 
the diſtance of an hundred years from the creation, it is to this 
ſource of authority they muſt have referred, and it is to the ſame 
ſource of authority that we muſt now refer. : 

Though I mean not to touch upon any ſectarĩian principle of 
religion, yet it may be worth obſerving, that the genealogy of 
Chriſt is traced to Adam. Why then not trace the rights of man 
to the creation of man? I will anſwer the queſtion. Becauſe 
there have been an upſtart of governments, thruſting themſelves 
between, and preſumptuouſly working to un-make man. 

If an ration of men ever poſſeſſed the right of dictating 
the — by which the world ſhould be governed for ever, it was 
the firſt generation that exiſted ; and if that generation did not do 
it, no ſucceeding generation can ſhew any authority for doing it, 
nor ſet any up. The illuminating and divine principle of the 
equal rights „(for it has its — from the Maker of man 
relates, not only to the living individuals, but to generations 
men ſucceeding each other. Every generation is equal in rights 
to the generations which preceded it, by the fame rule that every 
individual is born equal in rights with his cotemporary. 

Every hiftory of the creation, and every travitionary account, 
whether from the lettered or unlettered world, however they may 
vary in their opinion or belief of certain particulars, all agree in 
eſtabliſhing one point, the unity of man; by which I mran that 
man is all of one degree, and confequently that all men are born 
equal, and with equal natural rights, in the fame manner as if 
— had been continued by creation inſtead of generation, the 
atter being only the mode by which the former is carried forward ; 
and conſequently, every chiid born in the world mult be conſi- 
dered as deriving its exiſtence from God. The world is as new 
to him as it was to the firſt man that exiſted, and his natural right 
in it is of the ſame kind. 
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The Moſaic account of the creation, whether taken as divine 
authority, or merely hiſtorical, is fully up to this point, the unity 
or equality of man. The expreffions admit of no controverſy. 
** And God faid, Let us make man in our own image. In the 
image of God created he him ; male and female created he 
* them.” The diſtinction of ſexes is pointed out, but no other 
diſtinction is even implied. It this be not divine authority, it 1s 
at leaſt hiſtorical authority, and ſhews that the equality of man, 
lo far from being a modern doctrine, is the oldeſt upon record. 

It is alſo to be obſerved, that all the religions known in the 
world are founded, ſo far as they relate to man, on the wnty of 
man, as being all of one degree. Whether in heaven or in helt, 
or in whatever ſtate man may be ſuppoſed to exiſt hereafter, the 
good and the bad are the only diſtinctions. Nay, even the laws 
of governments are obliged to flide into this principle, by making 
degrees to conſiſt in crimes, and not in perſons. 

t is one of the greateſt of all truths, and of the higheſt ad- 
vantage to cultivate, By confidering man in this light, and by 
infirutting him to conſider himſelf in this light, it places him in 
a cloſe connection with all his duties, whether to his — or to 
the creation, of which he is a part ; and it is only when he forgets 
his origin, or, to uſe a more faſhionable phraſe, his birt and 
family, that he becomes diffolute. It is not among the leaſt of 
the evils of the prefent exiſting governments in all parts of Europe, 
that man, conſidered as man, is thruwn back to a vaſt diſtance 
from his Maker, and the artificial chaſm filled up by a ſucceſſion 
of barriers, or a ſort of turnpike gates, through which he has to 
ſs. I will quote Mr. Burke's catalogue of barriers that he has 
et up between man and his Maker. Putting himſelf in the cha- 
rafter of a herald, he fays—** We fear God—we look with awe 
to kings—with affection to parliaments—with duty to magiſ- 
** rrates—with reverence to prieſts, and with reſpect to 122 
Mr. Burke has alſo forgot to put in chrvalry.” He has alſo 
* 1 ilderneſs of ke gates, through 
e dut man is not a wi turnpike L 
which he i» to paſs by tickets from one to the other. It is plam 
and hmple, and confilts but of two points. His duty to God, 
which every man mult feel; and with reſpect to his neighbour, to 
do as he would be done by. If thoſe to w power is delegated 
do well, they will be reſpected: if not, they will be deſpiſed : 
and with regard to thoſe whom no power is delegated, but who 
aſſume it, the rational world can know nothing of them. 

Hitherto we have ſpoken only (and that bur in } of the na- 
tural rights of man. We have now to confider the civil rights of 
man, and to ſhew how the one originates out of the other. Man 
did not enter into ſociety to become wor /e than he was before, nor 
to have lefs rights than he had before, but to have thoſe rights 
better ſecured. His natural rights are the foundation of all his 
civil rights. But in order to purſue this diſtinction with more 
preciſion, it will be neceſſary to mark the different qualities of na 
tural and civil rights. 

A few words will explain this. Natural ri 
appertain to man in right of his exiſtence. ' this kind are all the 
intellectual rights, or 11ghts of the mind, and alfo all thoſe rights of 
acting as an individual for his own comfort and happineſs, which 
are not injurious to the natural rights of others. Civil rights are 
thoſe which appertain to man in right of his being a member of 
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ſociety. Every civil right has for its foundation ſome natural right 
-exiſting in the ingividual, but to which his individual power 
15 not, in ail caſes, — 7 Of this kind are all 
thoſe which relate to ſecurity and protection. 
From this ſhort review, it will be eaſy to diſtinguiſh between 
that claſs of natural rights which man retains after entering into 
iety, and thoſe which he throws into common fiock as a mem. 
ber of ſociety. : "FEI - n 
The natural righ's which he retains, are all thoſe in which the 
power to execute is as perfect in the individual as the right itſelf. 
Among this claſs, as is before mentioned, are all the intelleQual 
rights, or rights of the mind: conſequeutly, religion is one of 
thoſe rights. The natural rights which are not retained, are all 
thole in which, though the right is perfect in the individual, the 
power to execute them is defeCtive. They anſwer nat his purpoſe, 
A man, by natural right, has a ons to judge in his own cauſe ; 
and ſo far as the right of the mind is concerned, he never ſurren- 
ders it : But what availeth it him to judge, if he has not power 
to redreſs ? He therefore depoſits this right in the common flock 
of ſociety, and takes the arm of ſociety, of which he is a part, 
in preference and in addition to his own. rants him 
nothing. Every man is « proprieter in ſociety, ws on the 
ital as a matter of right. . 
3 two or three certain conc luſians will 
Firſt, That every eivil right grows out of a natural right; or 
in other words, is a natural right exchanged. : 
Secondly, That civil power, properly conſidered as ſuch, is made 
up of the aggregate of that claſs of the natural rights of 
which becomes defective in the individual in point of power, 
anſwers not his purpoſe ; but when collected to a focus, becomes 
_—_— to the purpoſe of every one. 
irdly, That the power produced from the te of natu- 
ral rights, imperfe& in power in the individual, cannot be ap- 
ou to invade the natural rights which are retained in the indivi- 
c_ and in which the power to execute is as perfect as the right 
We have now, in a few words, traced man from a natural indi- 
vidual-to a member of ſociety, and ſhewn, or endeavoured to ſhew, 
the quality of the natural rights retained, and of thoſe which are 
for civil rights. us now apply thoſe principles to 
government, 
In caſting our eyes over the world, it is extremely eaſy to diſ- 
iſh the governments which have ariſen out of ſociety, or out 
of the ſocial compact, from thoſe which have not: but to place 
this in a clearer light than what a fingle glance may afford, it will 
be proper to take a review of the ſeveral ſources from which go. 
vernments have ariſen, and on which they have been founded. 
They may be all comprehended under three heads, Firſt, 
Superſtition. Secondly, Power. Thirdly, The common intereſt of 
ſociety, and the common rights of man. 
The firſt was a government of prieſtcraft, the ſecond of eon- 
querors, and the third of reaſon. | 
ed, th the medium of 


en a ſet of artful men 


oracles, to hold intercourſe with the Deity, as familiarly as they 
now march up the back-ſtairs in European courts, the world was 
completely under the government of ſuperſtition. The oracles 
| were 
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were conſulted, and whatever they were made to ſay became the 
law and this ſort of government laſted as long as this fort of lu- 
rſtition la fted. 

Aſter theſe a race of conquerors arofe, whoſe government, like 
that of William the Conqueror, was founded in power, and the 
ſua ord aſſumed the name of a ſcepter. Governments thus eſta- 
bliſhed, laft as long as the power to ſupport them laſts ; but that 
they might avail themſelves of every engine in their favour, they 
united fraud to force, and ſet up an idol which they called Divine 
Right, and which, in imitation of the Pope, who affects to be ſpi- 
ritual and tem I, and in contradiction to the Founder of the 
Chriftian r-ligion, twiſted irſelf afterwards into an idol of another 
ſhape, called Ciurc and State. The key of St. Peter, and the 
key of he Treaſury, became quartered on one another, and the 
wondering cheated multitude worfhi the inventicn. 

When | contemplate the natural dignity of man ; when I feel 

for Nature has not been kind enough to me to blunt my feelings) 
— the honour and happineſs of its character, I become irritated 
at the attempt to govern mankind bv force and fraud, as if the 
were all knaves and fools, and can ſcarcely avoid diſguſt at thoſe 
who are thus impoſed upon. | 

We have now to review the governments which ariſe out of ſo- 
ciety, in contradiſtinction to thufe which aroſe out of ſuperttition 
and ueft. 

It has been thought a conſiderable advance towards eftabliſhi 
the principles of Freedom, to fay, that government is a co 
between thoſe w ho govern, and thoſe who are governed : but this 
cannot be true, becaufe it is putting the effect before the cauſe ; 
for as man muſt have exiſted before governments exiſted, there 
neceſſarily was a time when governments did not exiſt, and con- 
ſequently there could originally exitt no governors to form fuch a 
compact with. The fact therefore muſt be, that the indrviduals 
#hemfeloes, each in his own perfonal and ſovereign right, entered 
into à compact with each other to produce a government: and 
this is the only mode in which governments have a right to ariſe, 
and the only principle on which they have a right to exiſt. 

To poſlefs ourſelves of a clear idea of wha: government is, or 

ht to be, we muſt trace it to its origin. In doing this, we 
ſual l eafily diſcover that governments muit have ariſen, either ou? 
of the pecple, or over the people. Mr. Burke has made no dif. 
tinction. He inveſtigates nothing to its fource, and therefore he 
confounds every thing: but he has ſignified his intention of unCer- 
raking, at ſome future opportunity, a comparifon between the con- 
tiirutions of England and France. As he thus renders it a ſubject 
of controverſy by throwing the gauntlet, I take him up on his own 
ground. It is in high challenges that high truths have the right 
of ring; and | accept it with the more readineſs, becauſe it 
affords me, at the ſame time, an ———f— of purſuing the ſub- 

governments ar iſing out of ſociety. 


je with ref to 
* it Al de firſt neceſſarv to define what is meant by a confti- 
fix 


tution. It is not ſufficient that we adopt the word: we 
alfo a ſtandard fignification to it. 

A conſtitution is not a thing in name only, but in fact. It has 
not an ideal, but a real exiſtence ; and wherever it cannot be pro- 
duced in a viſible form, there is none. A conſtitution is a thing 
antecedent to a government, and a government 1s only the crea- 
ture of a conſtitution, The conſtitution of a country is 2 
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act of its government, but of the people conſtituting a 22 
er 


ment. It is the body of elements, to which you can refer, and 
quote article by article; and which contains the principles on 
which the government ſhall be eſtabliſhed, the manner in which 
it ſhall be organized, the powers it ſhall have, the mode of elec- 
tions, the duration of parliaments, or by what other name ſuch 
bodies may be called; the powers which the executive part of 
the government ſhall have ; and, in fine, every thing that relates 
to the complete organization of a civil government, and the prin- 
ciples on which it ſhall act, and by which it ſhall be bound. A 
conſtitution, therefore, is to a government, what the laws made 
afrerwards by that government are to a court of judicature. The 
court of judicature does not make laws, neither can it alter them ; 
it only acts in conformity to the laws made, and the government 
is in like manner governed by the conſtitution. 

Can then Vir. Burke produce the Engliſh conſtitution ? If he 
cannot, we may fairly conclude, that though it has been ſo much 
talked about, no ſuch thing as a conſtitution exiſts, or ever did 


— and conſequently that the pec ple have yet a conſtitution to 


m. 

Mr. Burke will not, I preſume, deny the poſition I have already 
advanced ; namely, 2 ariſe either out of the peo- 
ple, or over the people. The Engliſh government is one of thoſe 
which aroſe out of a conquett, and not out of ſociety, and conſe- 

uently it aroſe over the people; and though it has been much mo- 
Abd from the opportunity of circumitances fince the time of 
William the Conqueror, the country has never yet regenerated 
itſelf, and is — — without a conſtitution. 

I readily perceive the reaſon why Mr. Burke declined going 
into the compariſon between the Engliſh and French conſtituti- 
ons, becauſe he could not but perceive, when he fit down to the 
taſk, that no ſuch thing as a conſtitution exiſted on his fide the 
queſtion. His book is certainly bulky enough to have contained 
all he could ſay on this ſubjeR, and it would have deen the beſt 
manner in which people could have judged of their ſeparate me- 
rits, Why then has he declined the only thing that was worth 
while to write upon? It was the ſtrongeſt ground he could take, if 
the advantages were on his fide ; but the weakeſt, if they were 
not; and his declining to take it, is either a ſign that he could not 

Neſs it, or could not maintain it. 

Mr. Burke bas faid, in a ſpeech laſt winter in parliament, that 
when the National Aſſembly firit met in three Orders, (the Tiers 
Etats, the Clergy, and the Nobleſſe), that France had then a 

conſtitution. This ſhews, among numerous other inſtances, 
that Mr. Burke does not underſtand what a conſtitution is. Ihe 
perſons ſo met, were not a conſfitution, but a convention to make 
* The preſent National Aﬀembly of France is, rifily ſpeak 
e preſent Natrona embly of France is, ſtrictly 7 
the —— ſocial compact. — Ihe members cf it are the —— 
of the nation in its original character ; future aſſemblies will be 
the delegates of the nation in its organized character. The au- 
thority of the preſent Aſſembly is di t to what the authority 
of future Aſſemblies will be. The authority of the preſent one 
is to form a conſtitution, the authority of future Aﬀemblies will 
be to legiſlate according to the principles and forms preſcribed in 
that conſtitution and if experience ſhould hereafter ſhew that 
alterations, amendments, or additions are neceſſary, the conſlitu- 
non 
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tion will point out the mode ty which ſuch thi 
and not leave it to the diſcretionary power of 
ment. 

A government on the principles on which conſtitutional govern- 
— aut of — "= eſtabliſhed, cannot have the right 
of altering itſelf. If it had, it would be arbitrary. It might 
make itſelf what it pleaſed ; and wherever ſuch a right is ſet u 
it ſhews there is no conſtitution. "The act by which the Engliſh 
Parliament empowered itſelf to fit ſeven years, ſhews there is no 
conſtitution in England. It might, by the ſame ſelf-authoriry, 
have fat any ter number of years, or for life. The Bill which 
the preſent Mr. Pitt brought into parliament ſome years ago, to 
reform parliament, was on the ſame erroneous principle. 
right of reform is in the nation in its original character, and the 
couſtitutiona' method would be by a general convention elected 
for the purpoſe. There is moreover a paradox in the idea of vi- 
nated bodies reforming themſelves. 

From theſe prel:minaries | proceed to draw ſome compariſons. 
I] have already ſpoken of the declaration of rights; and as I mean 
to be as conciſe as poſſible, I ſhall proceed to other parts of the 
conſtitution. 

The conſtitution of France ſays, that every man who pays a 
tax of fixty ſous per annum. = and 6d. Engliſh), is an elector— 
What article will Mr. Burke place againſt this ? Can any thing 
be more limited, and at-the — time more capricious, than 
what the qualifications of electors are in England? Limited—be- 
cauſe not one man in an hundred (I ſpeak much within compaſs) 
is admitted to vote: Capricious uſe the loweſt character that 
can be ſuppoſed toexiſt, and who has not fo much as the viſible 
means of an honeſt livelihood, is an elector in ſome places; while 
in other places, the man who pays very large taxes, and with a 
fair known character, and the farmer who rents to the amount of 
three or four hundred pounds a year, and with a property on that 
farm to three or four times that amount, is not itted to be an 

. Every thing is out of nature, as Mr. Burke ſays on an- 
other occafion, in this ſtrange chaos. and all forts of follies are 
blended with all forts of crimes. William the Conqueror and his 
deſcendants parcelled out the country in this manner, and bribed 
one partof it by what they call Charters, to hold the other parts 
of it the better ſubjected to their will. This is the reaſon why fo 
many of thoſe Charters abound in Cornwall. The e were 
averſe to the government efiabliſhed at the conqueſt, and the towns 
were garriſoned and bribed to enſlave the country. All the old 
Charters are the of this conqueſt, and it is this ſource 
that the capriciouſneſs of elections ariſes. 

The French conſtitution ſays, that the number of repreſenta- 
tives for any — — ſhall be in a ratio to the nuraber of taxable in- 
habitants or electors. What article will Mr. Burke place againſt 
this ? The county of Yorkſhire, which contains near a million of 
fouls, ſends two county members; and fo does the county of Rut- 
land, which contains not an hundredth part of that number. The 
town of Old Sarum, which contains not three houſes, ſends two 
members ; and the town of Manchceſter, which contains upwards 
of {ixty thouſand fouls, is not admitted to ſend any. Is there any 
principle in theſe things? Is there any thing by which you can 
trace the marks of freedom, or diſcover e of wiſdom ?-No 
wonder then Mr. Burke has declined the compariſon, 2 


* 


ſhall be done, 
future govern- 


c 
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roured to lead his readers from the point by a wild unſyſtematical 
diſplay of paradoxical chapfudies. 

The French conſtitution ſays, that the National Aſſembly ſhall 
be elected every two years.— What article will Mr. Burke place 
againſt this ? Why, that the nation has no right at all in the caſe: 
that the government is perfectly arbitrary, with reſpe& to this 
point ; and he can quote tor his authority, the precedent of a for- 
mer parliament. 

The French conſtitution ſays, there ſhall be no game laws ; that 
the farmer on whoſe lands wild game ſhall be found (for it is by 
the produce of thoſe lands they are fed) ſhall have a right to what 
he can take. "That there ſhall be no — — of any kind 
that all trade ſhall be free, and — man to follow any oc- 
cupation by which he can procure an honeſt livelihood, and iu any 

lace, town or city, throughout the nation. What will Mr. Burke 

ay to this? In England, game is made the property of thoſe at 
whoſe expence it is not fed ; and with reſpect to monopolies, the 
country is cut up into monopolies. Every chartered town is an 
ariftocratical monopoly in itſelf, and the qualification of electors 
proceeds out of thoſe chartered monopolies. Is this freedom? Is 
this what Mr. Burke means by a conſtitution ? 

In theſe chartered monopolies, a man coming from another 
part of the country, is hunted from them as if he were a foreign 
enemy. An Engliſhman is not free of his own country: every 
one of thoſe places preſents a barrier in his way, and tells him he 
is not a freeman—that he has no rights. Within theſe monopo- 
lies, are other monopolies. A city, ſuch for inſtance as Bath, 
which contains between twenty and thirty thouſand inhabitants, 
the right of eleQting repreſentatives to parliament is monopoliſed 
into about thirty-one perſons. And within theſe monopolies are 
ſtill others. A man even of the fame town, whoſe parents were 
not in circumſtances to give him an occupation, is debarred, in 
many caſes, from the natural right of acquicing one, be his genius 
or induſtry what it may. 

Are theſe things examples to hold out to a country regenerati 
itſelf from flavery, like France ?——Certainly they are not; a 
certain am I, that when the people of England come to reflect 
upon them, they will, like France, annihilate thoſe badges of an- 
cient oppreſſion, thoſe traces of a conquered nation. tad Mr. 
Burke poſſeſſed talents fimilar to the author On the Wealth of 
Nations,” he would have comprehended a!l the parts which en- 


ter into, and, by aſſemblage, form a conſtitution. He would have 


reaſoned from minutizto magnitude. It is not from his prejudices 


only, but from the diſorderly caſt of his genius, that he isunfitred for 


the ſubjet he writes upon, Even his genius is without a conſti- 
tution. It is a genius at random, and not a genius conſtituted. — 
But he muſt ſay ſomething.— He has therefore mounted in the air 
like a balloon, to draw the eyes of the multitude from the ground 
they ſtand upon. 

Much is to be learned from the French conſtitution. Conqueſt 
and tyranny tranſplanted themſelves with William the Conquer- 
or from Normandy in England, and the „ is yet disfgured 
with the marks. May then the example of all France contri- 
— » regenerate the freedom which a province of it de- 

royed ! 
e French conſtitution ſays, That to preſerve the national re- 
entation from being corrupt, no member of the National Afſ- 
bly ſhall be an officer of the government, a place-man, or a 
penſioner—W hat will Mr. wn place zgaintt this? I will whif- 


per 
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per his anſwer: Loawes and het. Ah! this government of loaves 
and fiſhes has more miſchiet in it than e have yet reflected on. 
The National Aſſembly has made the diſcovery, it holds out the 
example to the world. Had governments agreed to _ on pur - 

ſe to fleece their countries by taxes, they could not have ſucceeded 
4 than they have done. 

Every thing in the Engliſh government appears to me the reverſe 
of what it ought to be, and of what it is ſaid to be. The parliament, 
imperfe My ant capriciouſſy elected as it is, is nevertheleſs /uppo/ed 
to hold the national purſe in 5 % for the nation : but in the manner 
in «hich an Engl ſu parl:araent is conſtructed, it is like a man np. 
both mortgager and mor gagee; and in the caſe of miſapplication 
of truſi, it is the criminal ſitting in judgment upon himſelf. If thoſe 
who vote the ſupplies are the ſame perſons who receive the ſupplies 

when voted, and are to account for the expenditure of thoſe ſupplies 
to thoſe who vored them, it is Au accountable to themſelves, 
and the Comedy of Errors concludes with the Pantomine of Husn. 
Neither the miniſterial party, nor the oppoſitian, will touch upon 
this caſe. The national purſe is the common hack which each mounts 

It is like what the country peo ie call, Ride and tie— You 
oy — a little way, and then I ®, They order theſe things better 
in France. 

The French conſtitution ſays, that the right of war and peace is 
in the nation. Where elſe ſhould it refide, but in thoſe who are to 
pay the expence ? 

n England, this right is ſaid to reſide in a metaphor, ſhewn at the 
Tower fr fix pence or a ſhilling a piece: ſo are the lions ; and it 
would be a ſtep nearer to reaſon to ſay it reſided in them, for any 

inammate metaphor is no more than a hat or a cap. We can all ſee 
the abſurdiry of worſhipping Arron's molton calf, or Nebuchadnez- 
zar's golden image ; but wby do men continue to practiſe in them- 
leives, the abſurditie: they deſpiſe in others? ; 
It may with reaſon be faid, that in the manner the Fngliſh ration 
is repr ed, it fignifies not where this right refizes, whether in 
the crown or in the parliam-nt, War is the common harveit of all 
thoſe who participate in the diviſion and expenditure cf the — 
money, in all countries. It i« the art of conguering at home : the ob- 
ject of it is, an increaſe of revenue ; and as tevenue cannot be in- 
creaſed withour taxes, a pietence muſt be made for expenditures. — 
In reviewing the hiftocy of the Engliſh government, its wars and its 
taxes, a ſtander-by, not blinucd by prejudice, nor warped by inte- 
reſt, would declare, that taxes were not raiſed to carry on wars, 
that war were raiſe1 to carry on taxes. | 

Mr. Burke. as a Member of the Houſe of Commons, is a part of 
the Engliſh Government; and though he profeiles himſelf an ene- 
my to war, he abuſes the French Conſtitution, which ſeeks to en- 
plode it. He holds up the Engliſh Government as a model, in all 
its parte, to France; but he ſhould firſt know the remarks which the 
French make upon it. They centend, in favour of their own, that 
the portion of liberty 9 in England, is juſt enough te enſlave a 
country by, more product vely than dy deſpotiſm; and that as the real 
object of deſpotiſm is revenue, that a government ſo formed obtgins 


lt is a practice in ſome parts of the country, when two travellers 
have but one horſe, which like the uational purſe will not carry dou- 
ble, that the ove mounts and rides two or three miles a-head, and then 
ties the horſe to a gate, and walks on. When the ſecond traveller ar- 
rives, he takes the horſe, rides on, and paſſes his companion a mile 
or two, and ties again; and ſo on. Kid and tis, 
. more 
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more than it could either by a direct e ſpotiſm, or in a full flate free 
dom, and is, therefore. on the ground of intereit, oppoſed to both. 
They xccoun” alfo for the readineſs which always appears in ſuch go- 
vernment , for engaging in wars, by remarking on the different mo- 
tives which produce them. In deſpotic governments, wars are the effect 
of pride ; but in thoſe governments in which they become the meaus 
of taxation, thev acquire thereby a more permanent promptitude. 

The French Conttitutton, therefore, to provide againſt both thoſe 
evils, have taken away the power of declaring war from kings and 
minitters, and placea the right where the expence muſt fall. 

When the queſtion on the right of war and peice was agitating 
in the National Aſſembly, the le of England appeired to be 
much intereſted in the event, and Wghiy to applaud the decifion.— 
As a principle. it applies as much to one country as to another Wil- 
liam the Conqueror, as @ conqueror, held this power of war and peace 
in himſelt, and his deſcendants have ever fince claimed it under him 
as a right. 

Although Mr. Burke has aſſerted the right of the parliament at 
the Revolution to bind and controul the nation and poltrrity for ever 
he denies, at the ſame time, that the parliament or the nation ha 
any 8 alter what he calls the ſueceſſion of the crown, in any 
thing in part, or by a ſort of modification. By his taking this 
ground, he throws the caſe back to the Norman Conguyft ; and by thus 
running a line of ſucceſſion ſpringing from William the Conqueror 
to the preſent day, he makes it neceſſary to enquire who and what 
William the Conqueror was, and where he came from; and into the 
origin, hiſtory, and nature of what are called prerogatives. Every 
thing muſt have had a beginning, and the fog of time and antiqui- 

ſhould be penetrated to diſcover it. Let then Mr. Burke brin 

his William of Normandy, for it is to this origin that his 
argument goes. It alſo unfortunately happens, in running this line 
of fucceiion, that another line, parallel thereto, preſents itſelf, which 
is, that if the ſucceffion runs in the line of the conqueſt, the nation 
runs in the line of being conquered, and it oughtto reſcue itſelf from 
this reproach. 
But it will perhaps be faid, that though the power of declaring war 
deſcends in the heritage of the W it 1+ held in check by the 
right of the parliament to with-hold the ſupphes. It will always 
happen, when a thing is originally wrong, that amendments do not 
make it right, and it often happens that they do as much miſchief 
ane way as good the other: and ſuch is the caſe here; for if the 
one raſhly declares war a* a matter of right, and the other peremp- 
torily with-holds the ſupplies as a matter of right, the remedy be- 
comes as bad or worſe than the diſeaſe. The one forces the nation to 
a combat. and the other ties its hands: But the more probable iſſue 
is, that the contraſt wi!] end in a collufion between the parties, and 
be made a ſcreen to both. 

On this queſtion of war, three things are to be confidered Firſt, 
the right of declaring it: Secondly, the expence of ſupporting it :— 
Thirdly, the mode of conducting it after it is declared The 
French conſtitution places the right where the expence muſt fall, and 
this union can be only in the nation. The mode of conducting it 
after it is declared, it conſigus to the executive department. Were 
this the caſe in all countries, we ſhould hear but little more of 


wars. 

Before I proceed to conſider other parts of the French conſtitution, 
and by way of —_— the fatigue of argument, I will introduce an 
anecdote which I had from Dr. Franklin, — 


While the Doctor reſided in France as miniſter from America dur- 
og the war, 5 him by 3 
- 2 
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of every country and of every kind, who wiſhed to go tothe land 
that feweth with milk and konev, America; and amcng the reſt, 
there was one who offered himſelf to be King. He introduced his 

opoſal to the Doctor by letter, which is now in the hands of M. 
— iis, of Paris—ſt:ting, firſt, that as the Americans had 
diſmifted or ſent away their King, that th-y would want another. 
—Seconely, that himſelf was a Norman. Thirdly, that he was of a 
more ancient family than the Dukes of Normandy, and of a more 
honourable deſcent, his line having never been baſtardized Fourth- 
ly, that there was already a precedent in England, of Kings coming 
out of Normancy : and on theſe grounds he te ited his offer, enjn;n- 


ing tha! the Doctor would N it to America. But as the Doc- 


tor did not do this. nor vet ſen im an anſwer, the projector wrote 
a ſecond letter; in which he did not, it is true, threaten to go over 
and conquer America, bu* only, with great dignity. propuſed, that 
if hs offer was not accepted, that an acknowledgment of about 
(. o. oo might he made to him for his generoſity !—Now, as all 
argument. reſpecting ſucet ſſion muſt n-ceſſarily canuect that ſucet ſ- 
ſion with ſome beginning, Mr. Burke's arguments on this ſubject go 
ro ſhew, that there is no Engliſh origin of kings, and that they are 
deſcendants of the Norman line in right of the Conqueſt. It may, 
therefore, be of ſervice to his doctrine to make this ſtory known, 
and o inform him. that in caſe of that natural extinction to which 
all mortality is ſubjeF, that kings may again be had from Norman- 
dy, on more reaſonable terms than William the Conqueror; and con- 
ſequently that the good people of England, at the Revolution of 
1688, might have done much better, had ſuch a generous Norman as 
this known their wants, and they had known it. The chivalry cha- 
racter which Mr. Furke ſo much admires, is certainly much eaſier to 
make a bargain with than a hard-dealing Dutchman.—But to re- 
turn to he matters of the conſtitution— 

The French conſtitu'ion ſays, There hall be no ?:itl's : and of con- 
fequence, all that claſs of equivocal generation, which in fome coun- 
tries is called ar;/focracy,” and in others nobility,” is done a- 
way, and the prey is exal ed into MAN. 

itles are but nick-names, and every nick- name is a title. The 
thing is perfectly harmleſs in itſelf, but it marks a ſort of foppery in 
the human character which degrades it. It renders man into the 
diminutive of man in things which are t, and the counterfeit of 
woman in things which are little. It talks about its fine blue ribbon, 
like a girl, and ſhews its new garter like a child. A certain writer 
of ſome antiquity, ſays, ** When I was a child, I thought as a child; 
but when I became a man, I put away childiſh things.” 

It is, properly, from the elevated mind of France, that the folly 
of titles have fallen. It has out grown the baby-cloaths of Count 
and Duke, and breeched itſelf in manhood. France has not level- 
led : it has exalted. It has put down the dwarf, to ſet up the man. 
The punyiſm of a ſenſeleſs word like Duke, or Count, or Earl, has 
ceaſed to pleaſe Even thoſe who poſſeſſed them have difowned the 
gibberiſh, ind as they outgrew the rickets, have deſpiſed the rat - 
tle. The genuine mind of man, thirſting for its native home, ſocie- 
ty, contemns the gewgaws that ſeparate him from it. Titles are like 
circles drawn by the magician's wand, to contract the ſphere of 
man's felici:y. He lives immured within the Baſtile of a word, and 
furvevs at a diſtance the envied iif: of man 

Is it then any wonder that titles ſhould fall in France? Is it not a 
greater wonder thev ſhould be kept up any where? What are they? 


# The word he uſed was renvοπν-,, diſmiſſed or ſent away. 
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What is their worth, and“ what is their amoun! Hh When we think 
or ſpeak of a Judge or a General, we affociate with it the ideas of 
office and character; we think of gravity in the one, and bravery in 
the other: but when we uſe a word merely as a ?itle, no idens aſſoci- 
ate with it. Through all the vocabulary of Adam, there 1s not ſuch 
an animal as a Duke or a Count; neither can we connect any certain 
idea to the words. Whether they mean fſtrevgth or weakneſs, wif. 
dom or folly, a child or a man, or the rider or the horſe, is all equi- 
vocal. What reſpect then can be paid to that which def-ribes no- 
thing, and which means nvothing ?—[magination has given figure 
and character to centaurs, fatyrs, and down to all the fairy tribe; 
= titles baffle even the powers of fancy, and are a chimerical non- 
ript. 

But this is not all. If a whole country is diſpoſed to hold them in 
contempt, all their value is gone, and none will own them. It is 
common cpinion only that makes rhem any thing, or nothing, or 
worſe than nothing. l here is no occaſion to take titles away, for 
they take themſelves away when ſociety concurs to ridicule them. 
This ſpecies of imaginary conſequence has viſibly declined in every 
part of Europe, and it haſtens to its exit as the world of reafon con- 
tinues to riſe. There was a time when the loweſt claſs of what are 
called nobility was more thought of than the higheſt is now, and 
when a man in armour riding throughout Chriſtendom in queſt of ad- 
ventures was more ſtared at than a modern Duke. The world has 
ſeen this folly fall, and it has fallen by being laughed at, and the 
farce of titles will follow its fate.— | he patriots of France have 
diſcovered in good time that rank and digmty in ſociety muſt rake a 
new ground. The old one has fallen through.—It muſt now take the 
ſubſtantial ground of character, inſtead of the chimericai ground of 
titles; and they have brought the titles to the altar, and made of 
them a burnt offering to reaſon. 

If no miſchief had annexed itſelf to the folly of titles they would 
not have been worth a ſerious and formal deſtruction, ſuch as the 
National Aſſembly have decreed them: and this makes it neeeflury 
ro enquire further into the nature and character of ariſtocracy. 

That, then, which is called ariſtocracy in ſome countries, and 
nobility in others, aroſe out of the governments founded upon con- 
queſt, It was originally a military order for the purpoſe of ſupport- 
ing military government, (for ſuch were all governments fhunded in 
conqueſt) ; and to keep up a ſucceſſion of this order for the purpoſe 
for which it was eſtabliſhed, all the younger branches of thoſe fami- 
lies were difinherited, and the law of prim — "| ſet up. 

The nature and character of ariſtocracy ſhews itlelf to us in this 
law. It is a law againſt every law of nature, and Nature herſelf 
calls for its deſtruction. Eſtabliſh family juſtice, and ariſtocracy 
falls. By the ariſtocratical law of primogenitureſbip, in a family of 
fix children, five are expoſed. Ariſtocracy has never but xe child. 
The reſt are begotten to be devoured. They are thrown to the ca- 
— for prey, and the natural parent prepares the unnatural 
repaſt. 

As every thing which is out of nature in man, affects, more or 
leſs, the intereſt of ſociety, ſo does this. All the children which the 
ariſtocracy diſowus (which are all, except the eldeſt} are, in gene- 
ral, ealt like orphans on a pariſh, to be provided for by the public, 
but at a greater charge. Unnecetfary offices and places in govern- 
—— and courts are created at the expence of the public, to main- 
tan them. 

With what kind of parental reflections can the father or mother 
contemplate their younger offspring. By nature they are children, 
and by marriage they are heirs ; but by ariſtocracy they are —_— 
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and orphans. They are the fleſh and blood of their parents in one 

ine, and nothing a-kin to them in he other. To reſtore, therefore, 
parents to their children, and children o their parent —relations to 
each other, and man to ſociety—and toextern'n.gte the moniter Arif. 
tocracy, root and branch—the French: « antitution has deficoved the 
law of PRIMOGeNITURESHIP. Here then lies the monſter; and 
Mr. Burke, if he pleaſes, may write its —_— 

Hitherto we have conſidered ariftocracy chiefly in one point of view, 
We have now to conſider it in another. But whether we views it be- 
fore or behind, or fide-ways, or any way elſe, doneſt.caily ur pubs 
licly, it is ſtill a monſter. | 

In France, ariftocracy had one feature !efs in its countenance than 
what it has in ſome other countries. It did not compoſe a Cod of 
hereditary legiſlators. It was not © 2 corporation «of ariftocracy,” 
fr duch! have heard M. de la Fayette defcribe an Engl:ſh Houſe of 
Peers. Let us then examine the grounds upon which he French 
conſtitution has reſolved againſt having ſuch an Houſe in France. 

Becauſe, in the firſt place, as is already mentioned, ariſtocracy is 
"_ up by family young and injuſtice. 
| condly, Becaule there is an unnatural unfirneſs in an ari 
to be legiſlators for a nation. Their ideas of — juſt ice are 
corrupted at the very ſource. They begin life by trampling on all 
their younger brothers and ſiſters, and relations of every kind, and 
are taught and educated ſo to do. With what ideas of juſiice or ho- 
nour can that man enter an houſe of legiſlition, u ho abſorbs in his 
own perſon the inheritance of a whole family of children, or doles 
out to them ſome pitiful portion with the inſolence of a gift? 

Thirdly, Becauſe the idea of hereditary legiflators is as inconſiſt- 
ent as that of hereditary judges, or hereditary juries ; and as abſurd 
as an hereditary mathematician, or an hereditary wiſe man ; and as 
ridiculous as an hereditary poet-laureat. 

Fourthly, Becauſe a body of men holding themſelves accountable 
to nobody, ought not to be truſted by any body. 

Fifchly, Becauſe it is continuing the uncivihzed principle of go- 
vernments founded in conqueſt, and the baſe idea of man having 
rty in man, and governing him by perſonal right. 

thly, Becauſe ariſtocracy has a tendency to degenerate the hu- 
man ſpecies—By the univerſal cxconomy of nature it is known, and 
by the inſtance of the Jews it is proved, that the human ſpecies has 
a tendency to degenerate, in any ſmall number of perſons, when 
ſeparated from the general ſtock of ſociety, and intermarrying con- 
ttantly with each other. It defeats even 4 end, and be- 
comes in time the oppoſite of what is e in man. Mr. Burke 
ralks of nobility ; let him ſhew what it is. The greateſt characters 
the by ws wr — on roſe on the democratic . — Ariſto- 
cracy has not been able to keep a jonate pace with democracy. 
The artifical NoBLE inte ine = warf before the Nos Le of Na- 
ture ; and in the few inſtances (for there are ſome in all countries) 
in whom nature, as by a miracle, has ſurvived in ariſtocracy, THOSE 
MEN DESPISE IT —- But it is time to proceed to a new ſubjeR. 

The French conſtitution has reformed the condition of the clergy. 
Ir has raiſed the income of the lower and middle clafſes, and taken 
from the higher. None are now leſs than twelve hundred livres 
{nfry pounds ſterling) nor any higher than about two or three thou- 
. pounds. What will Mr. Burke place againſt this? Hear what 

ays. 

He ſays, that the people of England can ſee without pain or 
a — an archbiſhop precede a duke; they can fee Abiſbop 
of Durham, or a biſhop of Wincheſter, in poſſeſſion of . 10, oo 
* 2-year ; and cannot ſee why it is in worſe hands than _—— 
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* the like amount in the hands of this earl or that "ſquire.” And 
Mr. Burke offers this as an example to France. 

As to the firſt part, whether the archbiſhop precedes the duke, or 
the duke the biſhop, it is, I believe, to the people in general, fome- 
what like Sternhold and Hopkins, or Hopkins and Sternhold ; you 
may put which you pleaſe firit : and as I confeſs that I do not AF 
ſtand the merits of this caſe, | will not contend it with Mr. Burke. 

But with reipect to the latter, I have ſomething to ſay.— Mr. 
Burke has not put the caſe right. —The compariſon is out of order 
by being put between the biſhop and the earl or the ſquite. It ought 
to be put between the biſhop and the curate, and then it will ſtand 
thus :—The people of England can ſee without pain or grudging, a 
biſhop of Dur ham or of Wincheſter, in poff;ffion of ten thouſand pounds 
a-year, and a curate on thirty or for wounds . year, or leſs. —No, 
Sir, they certainly do not fee thoſe things without great pain or 
grudging. It is a caſe that applies itſelf to every man's ſenſe of juſ- 
uce, — is one among many that calls aloud for a conſtitution. 

In France, the cry of ** the church ! the church /” was repeated 
as often as in Mr. Burke's book, and as — 1 when the difſen- 
ter's bill was before the Engliſh parliament ; but the generality of 
the French clergy were not to be deceived by this cry any longer. 
They knew, that whatever the pretence might be, it was elves 
who were one of the principal objects of it. It was the cry of the 
high beneficed clergy, to prevent any regulation of income taki 
place between thoſe of ten thouſand pounds a yu and the pari 
prieſt. They, therefore, joined their cafe to thoſe of every other 
oppreſſed claſs of men, and Ly his union obtained redreſs. 

e French conſtitution has aboliſhed tythes, that ſource of per- 
—— diſcontent between the tythe- holder and the pariſhioner. 
hen land is held on tythe, it is in the condition of an eſtate held 
between two ies ; the one receiving one-tenth, and the other 
nine-tenths the produce ; and, coulequently, un principles of 
equity, if the eſtate can be improved, and made to produce by that 
improvement double or treble what it did before, or in any ather 
ratio, the expence of ſuch improvement ought to be borne in like 
rtion between the parties who are to ſhare the produce. Bur 
this is not the caſe in tythes ; the farmer bears the whole expence, 
and the tythe-holder takes a tenth uf the improvement, in addition 
to the —— tenth, and by this means gets the value of two-teuths 
inſtead of one. This is another caſe that calls for a conkitutiun. 

The French conſtitution hath aboliſhed or renounced 7oleration, 

and Intoleration alſo, and hath eſtabliſhed UNIVERSAL RiGur os 


CONSCIENCE. 
of Intoleration, but is the counterfeit 


Toleration is not the 
of it. Both are deſporiſms. The one aſſumes to itſelf the right of 
— wg op Kenny of Conſcience, and the other of granting it. 
The one is the pope, armed with fire and faggot, and the other is the 
pope ſelling or granting indulgences. The former is church and 

te, and latter is church and traffic. 

But Toleration may be viewed in a much ſtronger light. Man 
worſhips not himſelf, & his Maker ; and the liberty of conſcience 
which he claims, is not for the ſervice of himſelf, but of his God. 
In this caſe, therefore, we muſt neceſſarily have the affociated idea 
of two beings: the mortal who renders the worſhip, and the 
IMMORTAL Beine who is worſhipped. Toleration, therefore, 
places itſelf, not between man and man, nor between church and 
church, nor between one denomination of religion and another, 
but between God and man ; between the being who worſhips, and 
the Bx IN who is worſhipped ; and by the ſame act of aſſumed au- 


thority 
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thori'y by which it tolerates man to pay his worſhip, it preſumptu- 
ouſly fer. itſelt up to tolerate the Almighty to receive it. 
ere a Bil! brought into any parliament, entitled, © An Act 
** to tolerite or grant liberty to the Almighty to receive the worſhip 
ot a Jew ora Turk,” or ro prohibit the Almighty from receiv- 
ing it,” all men would ſtartle, and call it blaſphemy. There 
would be an ypioar. The prefur-prion o, toleration in religious 
matters would then preſent itſelt unmaſked : but the preſumption is 
not the jeſs becauſe the name of Man” only appears to thoſe laws, 
for the aflociated idea of the wor /arpper and the wor ipped cannot 
be ſeparated. —Who, then, art thou, vain duſt and athes ! by what- 
ever name thou art called, whether a King, a Biſhop, a Church or 
a State, a Parliament, or any thing elſe, that obtrudeif thine infig- 
nificance between the ſoul of man and its Maker? Mind thine own 
concerns. If he believes not as thou believeſt, it is a proof that thou 
believelt not as he believeſt, and there is no earthly power can deter- 
mine between you. 
With reſpect to what are called denominations of religion, if every 
one is left to judge of its own religion, there is no ſuch thing as a 


religion that is wrong; but if they are to judge of each other's re- 


ligion, there is no ſuch thing as a religion that is right; and there- 
tore all the world are right, or all the world are wrong. But with 
reſpec to religion itſelf, without regard to names, and as directin 
itſelf from the univerſal family of mankind to the Divine obj of 
all adoration, f t man br ingirg to his Maker the fruits of his heart; 
and though thoſe fruits may differ from each other like che fruits of 
the earth, the grateful tribute of every one is accepted. 

A Bitbop of Durham, or a Biſhop of Wincheſter, or the Arch- 
biſhop who heads the Dukes, will not refuſe a tythe ſheaf of wheat, 
becauſe it is not a cock of hay ; nor a cock of hay, becauſe it is not 
a ſheaf of Wheat; nor a pig, becauſe it is neither the one nor the 
other : but theſe ſame perſons, under the figure of an eftabliſhed 
church, will not permit their Maker to receive the varied tythes of 
man's devotions. 

One of the continual choruſes of Mr. Burke's book is, ** Church 
and State;” he does not mean ſome one particular church, or fome 
one particular ſtate, but any church and ftate ; and he uſes the term 
as a general figute to hold forth the political doctrine cf always unit- 
ing the church with the ſtate in every country, and he cenſures the 
National Aﬀembly for not having done this in France. Let us 
beitow a few thoughts on this ſubject. 

All religions are in their nature mild and benign, and united with 

inciples of morality. "They could not have made proſelytes at firſt, 

y profeſſing any thing that was vicious, cruel, perſecuting, or im- 

moral. Like every thing elſe, they had their beginning; and they 
proceeded by perſuaſion, exhortation, and example. How then is it 
— they their native mildneſs, and become moroſe and into- 

rant 

le proceeds from the connection which Mr Burke recommends. 
By engendering the churck with the ftate, a fort of mule animal, 
capable = deſtroying, and not of breeding up, is produced, 
called The Church fabliſhed by Law. It is a ſtranger, even from 
its birth, to any parent mother on which it is begotten, and v hom in 
time it kicks out and deftroys. 

The inquifition in Spain does not proceed from the religion origi- 
nally proteſſed, but from this mule- animal. — between 
the church and the ſlate. The burn ings in Smithfield proceeded from 
the ſime heterogeneous production; and it was the regeneration of 
this ſtrange animal in England afterwards, that renewed rancour 
and icreligion among the inhabitants, and that drove the people called 

Quakers 
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Quakers and Difſenters to America. Perſecution is not an original 
feature in any religion ; but it is always the ſtrongly- marked feature 
of all law religions, or religions eſtabliſhed by law. Take away the 
law-eſtabliſhment, and every religion re-affumes its original benig- 
nity. In America a Catholic Prieſt is a good citizen, a good cha- 
racter, and a good neighbour ; an Epiſcopalian Miniſter is of the 
ſame deſcription: and this proceeds, independent of the men, from 
there being no law-eſtabliſhment in America. 

If alſo we view this matter in a temporal ſenſe, we ſhall ſee the ill 
effects it has had on the proſperity of nations. The union of church 
and ſtate has impoveriſhed Spain. The revoking the edi&t of Nantz 
drove the filk manufacture from that country into England ; and 
church and ſtate are now driving the cotton manufacture from Eng- 
land to America and France. Let then Mr. Burke continue to 

ch his anti- political doctrine of Church and State. It wilt do 
ome good. The National Aﬀembly will not follow his advice, bur 
will benefit by his folly. It was by obſerving the ill effects of it in 
England, that America has been warned againſt it; and it is by ex- 
riencing them in France, that the National Aſſembly have abo- 
[ſhed it, and, like America, has eftabliſhed U niVERSAL RIGHT 
OF CONSCIENCE, AND UNIVERSAL RIGHT OF CITIZENSHIPS, 


_ 


Wn 


* When in any country we ſee extraordinary circumſtances takivg 
place, they naturally lead any man who has a talent for obſervation 
and inveſtigation, to enquire ino the cauſes. U he manufactures of 
Mancheſter, Birmingham, and Sh: field, are the molt principal ma- 
nufactures in Euglard. From whence did this ariſe ? A liitle obſer- 
vation will explain the caſe, The principal, and the —_ of 
the inhabitants of thoſe places, are not of what is called in Eng- 
land, the church (Patliſfed by luw ani they, or their fathers, (fer 
it is within but a few year-), withdrew from the perſecution of the 
chartered towns, where Tcft-laws more particularly operate, and 
eulabliſ ed a fort of aſylum for themſeives iv thoſe places. It was 
the ox af. lum that tlien offered for the reſt of Europe was worke.— 
But the cafe is now changing, France and America bid all mers 
welcome, and initiate them into all the rights of citizen{bip. Polic 
and intereſt, therefore, will. but perhaps too late, dictate in England, 
what reafon and juſtice couid not. Thoſe manufactares are withdraw- 
ing, and are ariſing in other places. Lheze is now erecting at 
Patley, three mije> 2 Paris, a large cotton mill, and ſeveral ate, 
already ereQted in America. Soon after the rejecting the Bill for re- 
E= the Leſt- lau, ore of the richeſt manufacturers in England 

aid in my hearing; Englund, Sir, is not a country for a diſſente r 
to live In—we muſt po to France.“ Thete ate truths, and it is doing 
uſtice to both parties to tell them. It is chiefly the diſſenters that 
ve carried Engliſh mauuf : ctures to the height they are now at, and 
the ſame men have it in their power to carry them away and though 
thoſe manufactures will afterwards coutinue to be made in thote 
places, the foreign market will be loſt. There are frequently ap- 
pearing in the Loudon Gaaette, ex tcacts from certain acts to prevent 
machines, and as far as it can extend to p rſons, from going out 
of the country. It appears from theſe; that che ili etfe&s of the teſt- 
laws and church-eſtabhſhment begin to be mech ſuf d ; but the 
_ remedy of force can never ſupply the remedy uf reaſon. In the pro- 
greſs of {eſs than a century all the unrepreſented part of England, 


of all denominations, which is at-lealt a hundred times the moſt 
numerous, may begin to feel the neceflity of a conſtitution, and then. 
all choſe matters will come regularly before them 


I will 
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I will here ceaſe the comparifon with reſpeRt to the principles of 
the French conititution, and conclude this part of the tubj-& with 
a few ob'ervations on the organization of the formal parts of the 
French and Fngliſh governments. 

The executive power in each country is in the hands of a perſon 
fled, the King; but the French conttirution d:Alipguifes berween 
the King and the Sovereign: It confiders the ſtation of King as offi- 
cial, and places Sovereignty in the nation. 

The repreſentatives of the nation, which compoſe the National Af- 
ſembly, and who are the leg flative power, originate in and from 
the people by election, as an inherent right in the people —In Eng- 
land it is otherwiſe, and this ariſes from the original eſtabliſhment of 
what is called its movarchy ; for, as by the corqueſt all the rights of 
the people or the nation were abſorbed into the hands of the Con- 

ueror, and who added the title of King to that of Conqueror, thoſe 

me matters which in France are now held as rights in the people, 
or in the nation, are held in England as grants from what is called 
the Crown. The Parliament in , nar herY in both its branches, were 
erected by patents from the deſcendants of the Conqueror. Ihe Houſe 
of Commons did not originate as a matter cf right in the people to 
delegate or elect, but as a grant or boon. 

By the French conſtitution, the Nation is always named before 
the King. The third article of the Dectaration of rights ſays, ** The 
nation 15 effentially the ſource (or fountain) of al! ſovereignty.” Mr. 
Burke argues, that, in England, a King is the fountain—that he is 
the fountain of all honour, Pur as this idea is evidently def ended 
from the conqueſt, 1 ſhall make no other remark u it than that 
it is the nature of- conqueſt to turn every thing upſide down ; and as 
Mr. Burke will not be refuſed the privilege of ſpeaking twice, and 
us there are but two parts in the Fgure, the fountain and the /pout, 
he will be right the ſecond time. 

* French contirution puts the legiflative before the executive; 
the Law before the King; La loi, Le Rot. This alſo is in the na- 
tural orde: of things ; becauſe laws mult have exiſtence, before they 
can ha ve execution. 

A King in France does not, in addreſſing himſelf to the National 
Aſſembly, fav, ** My aſſembly,” ſimilar to the phaſe uſed in Eng- 
land of ** my Parliament ;” neither can he uſe it conſiſtent with the 
conſtitution, nor could it be admitted. There may be 1 
the uſe of 1t in England. becauſe, as is before- mentioned, h 
Houſes of Parliament originated out of what is called the Crown, 

by patent or boon—and not out of the inherent rights of the people, 
as the National Allembly does in France, and whoſe name debg- 
nates its origin. 

The Prefident of the National Aſſembly does not aſk the King 10 
rant to the Aſſembly liberty of ſpeech, as is the caſe with the Eng- 
iſh Houſe Commons. "The conſtitut'onal dignity of the Nati- 

onal Aﬀembly cannot debaſe itſelf. Speech is, in the firſt place, 
one of the natural rights of man always retained ;; and with reſpect 
to the National Aﬀembly, the uſe of it is their duty, and the nation 
is their authority. They were elected by the greateſt body of men 
exerciſing the right of election the European world ever faw. They 
ſprung not from the filth of rotten boroughs, nor are they the vaſſal 
repreſentatives of ariſtocratical ones. Feeling the proper digrity of 
their character, they ſupport it. Their parliamentary language, 
whether for or againſt a queſtion, is free, bold, and manly, and ex- 
rends to all the parts and circumſtances of the caſe. If any matter 
ot ſubje ct teſpecting the executive department, or the perſon whe 
prefides m it, (the King), comes before them, it is debated on with 
the ſpirit of men, and the language of gentlemen ; and their an- 
ſwer, or their addreſs, is returned in the ſame ſtile. They ſtand not 


"5 


» Wa oo Wwyg - % 7 


RIGHTS OF MAN. 39 


aloof with the gaping vacuity of vulgar ignorance, nor bend with 
the cringe of \ — infignificance. the graceful pride of truth 
knows no 222 ny pre ſet ves, in every latirude of life, the 
right angled cha rof man. 

Ker 1 now look to the other fide of the queſtion. In the addrefſes 
of the Engliſh Parliaments to their Kings, we ſee neither the intre- 
pid ſpirit of the old Parliaments of France, nor the ſerene dignity 
of the ent National Aſſembly ; neither do we ſee in them any 
thing of the ſtile of Engliſh manners, which borders ſomewhat on 
bluntneſs. Since then they are neither of foreign ex · raction. nor na- 
turally of Engliſh production, their origin maſt be fought for elſe- 
where, and that origin is the No:man Conqueit. They are evident- 
ly of the vaſſalage claſs of manners, and emphatically 'mark the 
proftra'e diſtance that exiſts in no other condition of men than be- 
tween the conqueror and the conquered. That this vaſlalage idea 
and ſtile of ſpeaking was not got rid of even at the Revolution of 
1689, is evident from the declaration of Parliament to William and 
Mary, in theſe words: We do moſt humbly and faithfully ſubmit 
* ourſelves, our heirs and — y _ — 4. 
wholly a vaſſalage term, repugnant to the dignity r 
an * rhe language uſed at the Conqueſt. 

As the eſtimation of all things is by compariſon, the Revolution 
of 1688, however from circumſtances it may have been exalted be- 
yond its value, will find its level. It is already on the wane, eclipſ- 
ed by the ing orb of reaſon, and the luminous revolutions of 
America and France. In lefs than another century, it will go, as 
well as Mr. Burke's labours, to the family vault of all the = 
lets.” Mankind will then ſcarcely believe that a country calling it- 
ſelf free, would ſend to Holland for a man, and clothe him with 
power on purpoſe to put themſelves in fear of him, and give him al- 
moſt a million ſterling a-year for leave to /ubmit themſelves and 
their poſterity, like bond-men and bond-women, for ever. 

But there is a truth that ought to be made known : I have had the 
opportunity of ſeeing it ; which is, that, notw:ithflanding appear an- 
ces, there is not any deſcription'af men that deſpiſe monarchy /o much 
as courtiers. But they well know, that if it were ſeen by others, as it 
is ſeen by them, rhe juggle could not be kept up. They are in the 
condition of men who get their living by a ſhow, and to whom the 
folly of that ſhow is ſo familiar that they ridicule it ; but were the 
audience to be made as wiſe, in this reſpect, as themſelves, there 
would be an end to the ſhow ar I the profits with it. The difference 
between a republican and a courier with reſpe& to monarchy is, that 
the one oppoſes monarchy, believing it to be ſomething, and the 
other laughs at it, knowing it to be nothing. 

As | uſed ſometimes tro correſpond with Mr. Burke, believirg 
him then to be a man of ſounder principles than his book ſhews hin: 
to be, I wrote to him laſt winter from Paris, and gave him an ac- 


count how profperouſly matters were going on. Among other ſub- 


jects in that letter, [| referred to the happy lituation the National Aſ- 
ſembly were placed in; that they had taken a ground on which their 
moral duty aud their political mtereit were united. "They have not 
to hold out a language which they do not believe, for the fraudulent 
| way of making others believe it. "Their ſtation requires no arti- 

to ſu it, aud can only be maintained by enlightening man- 
kind. It is not their intereſt to cheriſh ignorance, but ro diſpel i“. 
They are not in the caſe of a miniſterial or an oppoſition party in 
England, who, though they are oppoſell, are ſtill united to keep up 
the common myſtery. The National Aſſembly muit throw open a 
mage of light. It muſt ſhew man the proper character of man; 
aud the nearer it can bring him tv that (tan ard, the ſtronget ibs, 
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In contemplatirg the French conſtitution, we fee in it a rational 
order of things. The principles harmoniſe with the forms, and 
both with their origin. It may perhapsbe ſaid, as an excuſe for bad 
forms, that they are nothing more than forms; but this is a miſtake. 
Forms grow out of principles, and operate to continue the principles 
they grow from. It is impoſſible to practiſe a bad form on any thin 
but a bad principle. It cannot be ingrafted on a good one; an 
wherever the forms in any government are bad, it is a certain indi- 
cation that the principles are bad alſo. 

I will here finally clofe this fubjet. I began it by remarking that 
Mr. Burke had wo/untarily declined going into a compariſon of the 
Engliſh and French conſtitutions. He apologiſes = page 241) for 
not doing it, by ſaying that he had not time. r. Burke's book 
was upwards of eight months in hand, and is extended to a volume 
of three hundred and fifty-fix pages. As his omiffion does injury to 
his cauſe, hjs apology makes it worſe ; and men on the Engliſh fide of 
the water will begin to conſider, whether there is not ſome radical 
defect in what is called the Engliſh conſtitution, that made it necef- 
fary in Mr. Burke to ſuppreſs the compariſon, to avoid bringing it 
into view. 

As Mr. Burke has not written on conſtitutions, ſo neither has he 
written on the French revolution. He gives no account of its com- 
mencement or its progreſ . He only expreſſes his wonder. It 
* looks,” ſays he. to me, as if I were in a great criſis, not of 
the affairs of France alone, but of all Furcpe, perkaps of more 
than Evrope. All circumſtances taken together, the French revo- 
= — is the moſt aſtoniſhing that has hitherto happened in the 
44 wor LO , a 

As wiſe men are aſtoniſhed at fooliſh thing, and other people at 
wiſe ones, I know not on which ground to account for Mr. Burke's 
aftoniſhm-nt; but certain it is, that he does not underiiand the French 
revolution It has apparently burſt forth like a creation from a chaos, 
but it is no e than the conſequence of a mental revolution pri- 
orily exiſting in France. The mind of the nation had changed be- 
fore hand, and the new order of things has naturally followed the 


new o'der of ts,—T will here, as conciſely as I can, trace out 
the growth of the French revolution, and mark the circumſtances that 
have contributed to uce it. 


The deſpotiſm of Louis XIV. united with the gaiety of his Court, 
and the gaudy oftentation of his character, had ſo humbled, and at 
the ſame time ſo faſcinated the mind of France, that the people ap- 
pear to have loſt all ſenſe of their own dignity in contemplating that 
of their grand Monarch :—and the whole reign of Louis XV. re- 
markable only for weakneſs and effeminacy, made no other alteration 
than that of ſpreading a ſor! of lethargy over the nation, from which 
it ſhewed no 4 to riſe. 

The only ſigns which appeared of the ſpirit of liberty during theſe 

riods. axe to be found in the writings of the French Dhilofo rs.— 
Monteſquieu, prefiaent of the Parliament of Bourdeaux, went as 
as a writer under a deſporic — could well proceed; and 
being obliged to divide himſelf between principle and prudence, his 
mind often appears under a veil, and we vught to give him credit for 
more than he has expreſſel. 

Voltaire, who was both the flatterer and the ſatyriſt of deſpotiſm, 
took another line. His forte lay in expoſing and ridiculing the ſu- 
perſtitions which prieſt craft united with ſtate-craft had interwoven 
with government. It was not from the purity of his principles, or ' 
his love of mankind, (for ſatire and philanthrophy are not naturally 
concordant), but from his ſtrong capacity of ſeeing folly in its true 
ſhape, and his irreſiſtible propenſity to expoſe it, that he made _ 

attacks. 
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a'tacks. They were however as formidable as if the motives had 
been virtuous; and he merits the thanks rather than the eſteem of 
wankind. 

On the contrary, we find in the writings of Rouſſeau, and the 
Abbe Raynal, a lovelineſs of ſentiment in favour of Liberty, that 
excites reſped, and elevates the human faculties z but having raiſed 
this animation, they do not direct its rations, and leave the mind 
5 love with an object, without deſcribing the means of polſeſ- 

ng it. 

The writings of Quiſne, Turgot, and the friends of thoſe authors, 
are of the ſerious kind; but they laboured under the ſame difad- 
vantage with Monteſquieu : their writings abound with moral max- 
ims of government, but are rather di to œconomiſe and re- 
— the adminiſtration of the government, than the government 
itlelf. 

But all thoſe writings and many others had their weight ; and by 
the different manner in which they treated the ſubject of govern- 
ment, Monteſquieu by his judgment and knowledge of laws, Vol- 
taire by his wit, Roufſeau and Raynal by their animation, and 
Quifne and Turgot by their moral maxims and ſyſtems of œcono- 
my, readers of every claſs met with ſomething to their taſte, and a 
y”=_ of political enquiry began to diffuſe itſelf through the nation at 

et me the diſpute between Erglard and the then colonies of Ame- 
rica broke out. 

In the war which France afterwards engaged in, it is well 
known that the nation appeared to be before-hand with the French 
miniſtry. Each of them had its view: but thoſe views were directed 
to different objects ; the one ſought liberty, and the other retaliati- 
on on England. The French officers and ſoldiers who after this 
went to America, were eventually placed in the ſchool of Freedom, 
and learned the practice as well as the principles of it by heart. 

As it was impoſſible to ſeparate the military events which took 
place in America from the principles of the — revolution, 
the publication of thoſe events in France, neceffarily 
themſelves with the principles that produced them. Many of the 
facts were in themſelves principles; ſuch as the declaration of Ame- 
rican independence, and the treaty of alliance between France and 
America, which recogniſed the natural right of man, and juſtified re- 
ſiſtance to oporreflion. 

The then Miniſter of France, Count Vergennes, was not the friend 
of America; and it is both juſtice and gratitude to ſay, that it was 
the Queen of France, who gave the cauſe of America a faſhion at 
the French Court. Count Vergennes was the perſonal and ſocial 
friend of Dr. Franklin ; and the Doctor had obtained, by his ſenſi- 
ble gracefulneſs, a fort of influence over him; but with reſpect to 
principles, Count Vergennes was a deſpot. 

The firuation of Dr. Franklin as Minifter from America to France, 
ſhould be taken into the chain of circuinſlamces The deplomatic 
character is of itſelf the narroweſt ſphere of ſuciety that man can 
at in. It forbids intercourſe by a reciprocity of ſuſpicion ; and a 
Deplomatic is a ſort of unconnected atom, continually repelling and 
repelled. But this was not the cafe with Dr. Franklin. He was not 
the deplomatic of a Court, but of MAN. His character as a philo- 
ſopher had been long eſtabliſhed, and his circle of ſociety in France 
was univerſal. 

Count Vergennes reſiſted for a confiderable time the publication of 
the American conſtitutions in France, tranflated into the French lan- 
guage; but even in this he was obliged to give way to public opini- 
on, and a ſort of propriety in admitting to appear what W 2 
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dertiken to defend. The American — 4 ** liberty, 
what a grammar is to language: they define its parts o and 
— contiruct them — ſyntax. ore 

The peculiar fituation of the then Marquis de la Fayette, is ano- 
ther link in the great chain. He ſerved in America as an American 
officer under a commiſſion of Congreſs, and by the univerfality of 
his acquaintance, was in cloſe friendſhip with the civil government of 
America, as weil as with the military line. He ſpoke the language 
of the country, entered into the diſcuſſions on the principles of go- 
vernment, and was always a welcome friend at any election. 

When the war cloſed, a vaſt reinforcement to the cauſe of Liberty 
ſpread irfelf over France, by the return of the French officers and ſol- 
dere. A knowledge of the practice was then joined to the theory; 
and all that was wanting to give it real exiſtence, was tunity.— 
Man cannot, properly ſpeaking, make circumſtances for his purpoſe, 
but he always has it in his power to improve them when they occur; 
and this was the cafe in France. | 

M. Neckar was diſplaced in May 17813 and by the ill management 
of the finances afterwards, and particularly during the extravagant 
adminiſtration of M. Calonne, the revenue of France, which was 
nearly twenty four millions ſterling per year, was be ome unequal 
to the expenditures, not becauſe the revenue had decreafed, but be- 
cauſe the expences had increaſed; and this was the cir: umſtance 
which the nation laid hold of to bring forward a revolution. The 
Engliſh Minitter, Mr. Pitt, has frequently alluded to the ſtate of the 
French finances in his budgets, a ithout underſtanding the fubj. &.— 
Had the French Parliaments been as ready to regiſter edicts for new 
taxes, as an Fngliſh Parliament is to grant them, there had been no 
derangement in the finances, nor yet any revolution; but this will 
berter explain itſe'f as | proceed. 

It will be neceſſary here to ſhew how taxes were formerly raiſed 
in France. The King, or rather the Court or Miniſtry acting un- 
der the uſe of that name, framed the edicts for taxes at thei: own 
diſcretion, and ſent them to the Parhaments to be regiſtered ; for 
anti] they were regiſtered by the Parliaments, they were vot opera- 
tive. Diſputes had long exiſted between the Court and the Parlia- 
ment with reſpe& to the extent of the Parliament's authority un this 
head. 'ſhe Court irfiſted that the authority of Parliament went no 
further than to remonſtrate or ſhew reaſons againtt the tax, reſerv- 
ing to itſelf the right of determining whether the reafons were well 
or ill- founded; ard in conſequence thereof, either to withdraw the 
edict as a matter of choice, or to or der it to be enregiſtered as a mat- 
ter of authority. The Parliaments on their part inſiſted, that they 
had not only a right to remonſtrate, but to reject ; and on this ground 
they were always ſuppo ted by the nation. 

But, to return to the order of my narrative -M. Calonne wanted 
money; and as he knew the ſturdy diſpoſition of the Parliaments 
with reſpect to new taxes, he ingenioufly fought either to approach 
them by a more gentle means than that ef direct authority, or to 
get over their heads by a manceuvre: and for this pur poſe, he re- 
vived the project of aſſembling a body of men from the leveral = 
vinces,' under the ſtile of an Aſſembly of the Notables,” or Men 
of Note, who met in 1957, and who were either to recommend taxes 
to the Parliaments, or to act as a Parliament themſelves. An Aſſem- 
bly under this name had been called in 1617. - 

As we are to view this as the firſt practical ſlep towards the re- 
volution, it will be r to enter into fome particulars reſpet- 
ing it. The Aſſembly of the Notables has in ſome places been mif- 
taken for the States-General, but was wholly a difler ent body 3 the 
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States General being always by elect on. The perſons who compoſed 
the Aﬀdſemblr of the Notable: we e ail rominated by the King, and 
conſiſted of one hundred and forty members But as M. Calonne 
could not depend upon a majority of this Aﬀſemb!y in his favour, he 
very ingenioufly arranged them in ſuch a manner as to make forty- 
four a majority of one hundred and forty : to etf-t this, he diſpoſed 
ot them into ſeven ſeparate committees, of twenty members each. 
Every general yueſtion was to be decided, nut by a majority of per- 
ſons, but by a majority of committees; and as eleven votes would 
make a majori'y in a committee, and{four committees a majority of 
ſeven, M. Calonne had good reaſon to conclude, that as forty- 
woul | determine any general queſtion, he could not be out-voted. 
But all his plans deceived him, and in the event became his over- 
throw. 

The then Marquis de la Fayette was placed in the ſecond Com- 
mittee, of which Count IYAr'ois was preſileut: and as money- 
matters was the object, it naturally brought into view every cir- 
cumſtance connected with it. M. de la Fayette made a verbal 
charge againſt Calonne, for ſelling crown lands to the amount of two 
millions of livr-s, in a manner that appeared to be unknown to the 
King. The Count U Artois (as if to intimidate, for the Baſtile was 
then in being) aſked the Marque, if he would render the charge in 
writing ?—tHe replied, that he would. — The Count D Artois did not 
demand it, but brought a meſſage from the King to that purport. 
Xi. de la Fayette then delivered in his charge in writing, to be given 

to the King, undertaking to ſupport it. No farther proceedings were 

had upon Vis affair; but M. Calonne was ſoon after diſmifled by the 
King, and ſet off to England. 

As M. de la Fayette, f.om the experience he had ſeen in Ameri- 
ca, was better acquainted with the ſcience of civil government than 
the generality ef the members who compoſed the Aſſembly of the 
Notables could then be, the brunt of the bufineſs fell conſiderably 
to his ſhare. The plan of thoſe who had a cunſtirution in view, 
was to cuntend with the Court on the ground of taxes, and ſome 
of them openly profeſſed their object. Diſputes frequently aroſe 
between Count D' Artois and M. de la Fayette, upon various ſub- 
jects. With reſpect to the arrears a ready incurred, the latter pro- 
p ſed to remeiy them, by accommodating the expences to the re- 
venue, inſtead of the revenue to the expences ; and as objects of re- 
form, he propoſed to aboliſh the Battile, and all the State-prifons 
throughout the nation, (the keeping of which were attended with 
great expence), and to ſuppreſs Le!tres de Cachet : But thuſe mat- 
ters were not then much attended to; and with reſpect to Let- 
_ de Cachct, @ majority of the Nebles appeared ta be in favour of 

n. 

On the ſubject of ſupplying the Treaſury by new taxes, the Aſ- 
ſembly Leina raking 2 — on themſelves, concurring in the 
4 that they had not authority. In a debate on this ſubject, 

. de la Fayette faid, tat raifing money by taxes could only be 
cone by a National Aſſembly, freely elected by the people, and act- 
ing as their tepreſentatives. Do you mean, ſaid the Count Y Artois 
the States General? M. de la Fayette replied, that he did. Will 
you, ſaid the Count DY Artois, fign what you ſavy, to be given to the 
King ? The other replied that he not only would do this, but that he 
would go farther, and ſay, that the effeual mode would be, for the 
King tv agree to the eſtabliſhment of a Conſlitution- 

As one of the plans had thus failed, that of getting the Aﬀembly 
to act as a Parliament, the other came into view, that of recom- 
mending. On this ſubje& the Aſſembly agreed ro recommend two 

new 
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new taxes to be enregiſtered by the Parliament: the one a ffamp- 
tax, and the other a territorial tax, or fort of land-tix. bet 
have been eſtimated at above five miilions Sterl. per azn. We have 
now to turn our attention to the Parliament, on whom the bufinefs 
was again devolving. | 

The Archbiſhop of Thoulouſe (ſince Archbiſhop of Sens, and now 
a Cardinal) was appointed to the adminiſtration of the finances, ſoon 
after the diſmifſion of Calonne. He was alſo made Prime Minitter 
an office that did not always exift in France. When this office di 
not exiſt, the Chief of each of the principal departments tranſacted 
buſineſs immediately with the King; but when a Prime Miviſter 
was appointed, they did buſineſ- pan 4 with him. The Archbiſhop 
arrived to more oy than any Miniſter ſince the Duke de 
Choiſeuil, and the Nation was ftrongly diſpoſed in his favour ; but by 
a line of conduct ſcarcely to be accounted for, he perverted every 
— turned out a deſpot, and funk into diſgrace, and a Car- 

na 


The Aſſembly of the Notables having broke up, the new Miniſter 
ſent the edits for the tuo new taxes recommended by the Aſſembly 
to the Parliaments, to be enregiſtered. They of courſe returned for 
anſwer, That with fuck a revenue as the Nation then ſupported, the 
name of taxes ought not to be mentioned, but for the purpnſe of re- 
ducing them and threw both the edicts out . a 

On this refuſal, the Parliament was ordered to Verſailles, where, 
in the uſual form, the King held, what under the old government 
was called, a Bed of Juſtice; and the two edicts were enregiſtered 
in preſence of the Parliament, by an order of the State, in the man- 
ner mentioned in page 42. On this the Parliament immediately re- 
turned to Paris, renewed their ſeſſion in form, and ordered the en- 
regiſtering to be ſiruck out, declaring that every thing done at Ver- 
failles was illegal. All the members of the Parliament were then 
ſerved with Lettres de Cachet, and exiled to "Troyes ; but as they 
continued as inflexible in exile as before, and as vengeance did nos 
ſupply the place of taxes, they were after a ſhort time recalled to 

aris. 


The edits were again tendered to them, and the Count D' Artois 
undertook to act as repreſentative for the King. For this purpoſe, 
he came from Verſailles to Paris, in a train of proceſſion; and the 
Parliament were aſſembled to receive him. But ſhow and parade 
had loft their influence in France ; and whatever ideas of import- 
ance he might ſet off with, he had to return with thoſe of mortif.- 
cation and diſappointment. On alighting from his carriage to aſ- 
cend the fi the Parliament Houſe, the crowd (which was nu- 
merou lected) threw out trite expreflions, ſaying, This is 
* Monteur D' Artois, who wants more of our money to ſpend.” 
The marked diſapprobation which he ſaw, impreſſed him wirh 2 

her fions z and the word Au armes (To arms) was given out by 

he officer of the guard who attended him. It was fo loudly vocife- 

rated, that it echoed through the avenues of the Houſe, and pro- 

duced a temporary confuſion: I was then ftanding in one of the 

apartments through which he had to paſs, and could not avoid re flect- 
ing how wretched was the condition of a diſreſpected man. 

tie endeavoured to impreſs the Parliament by great words, and 
opened his authority by ſaying, ©** The King our Lord and Maſter.” 


# When the Engliſh Miniſter, Mr. Pitt, mentions the French 
finances again in the Engliſh Parliament, it would be well that he 
noticed this as an example. The 


t . e <<yYorcotgy wp al oe ﬀJ£RN9,0 


K HH Q NN ww OA = 5 


A my -« a « R8 ws hb 2 - aA PO 1 


„„ «. 4 RB a = ay 


RIGHTS OF MAN. 45 


The Parliament received him very coolly, and with their uſual de- 
termination not to regiſter the taxes: and in this manner the inter- 
view - 
After this a new ſubje& took place . In the various debates and 
conteſts that aroſe between the Court and the Parliaments on the ſub- 
jeR of taxes, the Parli ment of Paris at laſt declared, that although 
it had been cuſtomary for Parliaments to enregiſter edicts for taxes 
as a matter of convenience, the right belonged only to the States- 
General; and that, therefore, the Parliament could vo longer with 
propri continue to debate on what it had not authcriry to act. The 
ing - * this came to Paris, and held a meeting with the Parlia- 
ment, in which he continued from ten in the morning till about fix 
in the evening; and, in a manner that appeared to proceed from 
him, as if unconſulted upon with the cabinet or the miniſtry, gave 
his word to the Parliament, that the States-General ſhould be con- 
vened. 

But after this another ſcene aroſe, on a ground different from all 
the former. The miniſter and the cabinet were averſe to calling the 
States-General : They well knew, that if the States-General were 
aſſembled, that themſelves mutt fall; and as the King had not men- 
tioned any time, they hit on a project calculated to elude, without 
appearing to oppoſe. 

or this purpoſe, the Court ſet about making a ſort of Conftituti- 
on itſelf: It was principally the work of M. Lamoignon, Keeper of 
the Seals, who afterwards ſhot himſelf. This new arrangement 
conſiſted in eſtabliſhing a body under the name of a Cour pluniere, 
or full Court, in which were inveſted all the 8 that the govern- 
ment might have occafion to make uſe of. The perſons co 


this Court were to be nominated by the King ; the contended right 
of taxation was given up on he part ofthe King, and a new criminal 
code of laws, and law proceedings, was ſubſtituted in room of the for- 
mer. The thing, in many points, contained better principles than 
thoſe upon which the government had hitherto been adminiftered: 
but with re ſpect to the Cour pl niere, it was no other than a mediura 
through which deſpotiſm was to paſs, without appearing to act di- 
_ * itſelf. 4 bigh : a 

e Cabinet had high expectations from their new contrivance. 
The perſons who were to compoſe the Cour ny were already 
nominated; and as it was neceſlary to carry a fair appearance, many 
of the beit characters in the nation were appointed among the num- 
her. It was to commence on the 8thof May, 1288: But an oppoſi- 
tion aroſe to it, on two grounds—the one as to Principle, the other 
as to Form. 

On the ground of Principle it was contended, That government 
had not a right to alter itſelf ; and that if the practice was once ad- 
mitted, it would grow into a principle, and be made a precedent for 
any future alterations the government might wiſh to eſtabliſh : That 
the right of altering the government was a national right, and not a 
right of government.— And on the gronnd of Form, it was contend- 
9 That the Cour pluniere was nothing more than a la Cabinet. 

The then Duke de la Rochefoucault, Luzembourg, De Noailles, 
and many others, refuſed to accept the nomination, and ſirenuoufly 
oppoſed the whole plan. When the edi for eſtabliſhing this new 

urt was ſent to the Parliaments to be entegiſiered, and put into 
execution, they reſiſted alſo. The Parliament of Paris not only re- 
tuſed, but denied the authority; and the conteſt renewed itſelf be- 
tween the Parliament and .the Cabinet more firongly than ever. 
While the Parliament were pw ay I on this ſubject, the Mi 
niſtry ordered a regiment of - iers to ſurround the Houſe, and 
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form a blockade. The Members ſent out for beds and proviſion, 
and lived as in a beſieged citadel; and as this had no effect, the com- 
manding officer was ordered to enter the Parliament Houſe and ſeize 
them, which he did, and ſome of the principal members were ſhut 
op in different priſons. About the ſame time a deputation of per- 
fons arrived from the province of Britanny, to remonſtrate againſt 
the eſtzhliſhment of the Cour pc: e: and thoſe the Archbiſhop ſent 
to the Baſtile. But the ſpirit of the Nation was not to be overcome: 
and it was fo fully ſenſible of the ſtrong ground it had taken, that 
of with-holding taxes. that it contented itſelf with keeping up a ſort 
of quiet rcli{tance, which effectually overthrew all the plans at that 
time formed againſt it. The project of the Cour pleniere was at 
laſt obliged to be given up, and the Prime Miniſter not long after- 
wards followed its fate; and M. Neckar was recalled into office. 

The attempt to eſtabliſh the Cour fie tiere had an effect upon the 
Nation, which itſelf did not perceive. It wasa ſort of new form of 
government, that inſenfibly ſerved to put the old one out of fight, 
and to unhinge it from the ſuperſtitious authority of antiquitv. It 
was government dethroning government ; and the old one, by at- 
tempting to make a new one, made a chaſm. 

The failure of this ſcheme renewed the ſubject of convening the 
States General; and this gave riſe to a new ſeries of politics. There 
was no ſet'led form for convening the States-General : all that it 
poſitively m-ant, was a deputation from what was then called the 
Clergy, the Nobleſſe, and the Commons; but their numbers, or 
their proportions, had not been always the ſame. They had been 
convened only on extraordinary occaſions, the laſt of which was 
in 1614; their numbers were then in equal proportions, and they 
voted by orders. 

It could not ell eſcape the ſagacity of M. Neckar, that the mode 
of 1614 would anſwer neither the purpoſe of the then government, 
nor of the nation. As matters were at that time circumſtanced, it 
woull have been too contentious to agree upon any thing, The 
debates would have been endleſs upon privileges and: xemptions, in 
which neither the wants of the government, nor the wiſhes cf the 
nation for a conſtitution, would have been attended to. But as he 
did not chuſe to take the decifion upon himſelf he ſummoned again 
the Aﬀemnibly of the Notables, and referred it to them. This body 
was in general intereſted in the deciſion, being chiefly of the arilio- 
cracy ani the high-paid clergy ; and the decided in favour of the 
mode of 1614. This deciſion was againſt the ſenſe of the Nation, 
and alſo againſt the wiſhes of the Court ; fr the ariſtocracy oppoſed 
Itle!f to both, and contended for privilages independent of either. 
The ſubject was then taken up by the Parliament, who recom- 
mended that the number of the 44 ſhould be equal to the 
other two; ant that they ſhould all fit in one houſe, and vote in one 
body. The nu nber finally determined on was twelve hundred; hx 
bundred tv be choſen by the Commons, (and this was lefs than their 
proportion O iht to have been when their worth and conſequence is 
comidered on a national ſcale) ; three hundred by the clergy, and 
three hundred by the ariitocracy ; but with reſpect to the mode of al- 
ſenbling themſelves, whether together or apart, or the manner in 
which they ſhould vote, thoſe matters were referred &. * 

e 


# Mr. Burke (and 1 mult take the liberty of telling him he is very 
unacquainted with French affairs), ſpeaking upon this ſubject, ſays, 
+ The tirlt thing that ſlruck me in the calling the States-General, 

* Mas 
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The election that followed, was not a conteſted election. but an 
animated one. "The candidates were not men, but principles. Soci- 
eties were formed in Paris, and committe=s of correſpondence and 
communication eſtabliſned * the gy". = the rpoſe 5 
enlightening the people, and explaining to them the princip'es o 
— * ſo 4 was the election conducted. that it 
did not give riſe even to the rumoutr of tumult. : 

The States- General were to meet at Verſaille: in April 1789, but 
did not atlemble till May. "I hey fituated themſelves in three fepa- 
rate char bers, or rather the cler v and the ariſtocracy withdrew each 
into a ſeparats chamber. The majority of the ariſtucracy claimed 
what they called the privilege of voting as a ſeparate body, and of 

iving their conſent or their negative in that manner; an — of 
the biſhops and the high- beneficed clergy claimed the fame privilege 
on the part of their Order. | 

The Vers Etat (as they were then called) difowned any know- 
ledge of art.ficial Orders and artificial privileges ; and they were 
not only reſolute on this point, but ſomewhat diſdainful. They 
began to conſider ariſtocracy as a kind of fungus growing out of the 
corruption of ſociety, that could not be admitted even as a branch 
of it; and from the diſpoſition the ariſtocracy had ſhewn by up- 
holding Lettres de Cachet, and in ſundry other inftances, it was ma- 
nifeſt that no conititution could be formed by admitting men in any 
other character than as National Men. 

After various altercations on this head, the Tiers Ftat or commons 
(as they were then called) declared themſelves (on a motion made 
for that purpoſe by the Abbe Sieves) © THE REPRFSENTATIVES 
** OF THE NATION ; and that the two Orders could be confi fer- 
** ed but as deputics of corporations, and could only have a deliber- 
ali ve voice — when they aſſ-mbled in a national character with 
« the national repreſentativ's,” This proceeding extinguiſhed the 
flile of Etats Generate, or States-General, and erected it into 


the ſtile it now bears, that of L'Aſſemble Nationale, or National 
Aſſembly. 


vas a great departure from tne ancient courſe ;”—and he ſoon after 
ſays, From the moment I read the liſt, I ſaw diſtinctly, and very 
** nearly as it has happened, all that was to follow,” — Mr. Burke 
certainly did not ſee all that was to follow. I have endeavoured to 
impreſs him, as well before as after the States-General met, that 
there would be à revolution; but was not able make him ſee it, nei- 
ther would he believe it. How then he could diſtinctly ſee all the 

arts, when the whole was out of fight, is beyond my comprehen- 
ion. And with reſpect to the departure from the ancient courſe,” 
beſides the natural weakneſs of the remark, it ſhews that he is unac- 

vainted with circumſtances. The departure was neceflary, from 
the experience had upon it, that the ancient courſe was a bad one. 


The States-General of 1614 were called at the commencement of the 


civil war in the minority of Louis XIII.; but by the claſh of arrang- 
ing them by orders, they increaſed the confuſion they were called 
to compoſe. The author of L'Ixtrigue du Catinct (Intrigue of the 
Cabinet), who wrote before anv revolution was thought of in France, 
ſpeaking of the States-General of 1614, fays, ** They held the pub- 


lie in — ag five months ; and by the queſtions agirated therein, 


and the heat with which they were put, it appears that the Great 


„ (les grants) thought more to ſatisfy their particular paſſions, than 
** to procure the good of 


ad. the nation ; and the whole time paſſed away 
in altercations, ceremonies and parade.” L'Intrigue du Cabinet, 
Vc... 1. P · 329. : 


G 2 ; This 
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This motion was not made in a precipitate manner : It was the 
reſult of cool deliberation, and concerted between the national re- 

eſentatives and the patriotic members of the rwo chambers, who 
aw into the folly, miſchief, and injuſtice of artificial privileged diſ- 
tinction . It was become evident, that no conſti utivn, worthy of 
being called by that name, could be eſtabliſhed on any thing leſs 
than a rational ground. The ariſtocracy had hitherto oppoſed the 
deſpotiſm of the Court, and affected the language of patriotiſm ; 
but it oppoſed it as its rival, (as the Engliſh barons oppoled King 
John); and it now oppoſed the nation from the ſame motives. 

On carrying this motion, the national repreſentatives, as had been 
concerted, ſent an invitation to the two chambers, to unite them in a 
national character, and proceed to buſineſs. A majority of the clergy, 
chiefly of the pariſh prieits, withdrew from the clerical chamber, and 
Joined the nation ; and forty-five from the other chamber joined in 
like manner. There is a fort of ſecret hiſtory belonging to this laſt 
circumſtance, which is necetlary to its explanation: It was not judged 
—— that all the patriotic members of the chamber, ſtiling itfelf the 

obles, ſhould quit it at once; and in conſequence of this arrange- 
ment, they drew off by degrees, always leaving ſome, as well to reaſon 
the caſe, as to watch the ſuſpected. Ina little time, the numbers in- 
creaſed from forty-five to eighty, and ſoon after to a greater number; 
which with a majority of the clergy, and the whole of the national 

eſ-ntatives, put the mal-contents in a very dim inutive condition. 
e King, who, very ditferent to the general claſs called by that 
name, is a man of a good heart, ſhewed himſelf diſpoſed to recom- 
mend a union of the three chambers, on the ground the National 
Aſſembly had taken; but the mal-contents exerted themſelves to 
prevent it, and began now to have another project in view. Their 
numbers conſilied of a majority of the ariſtocratical chamber, and a 
minority of the clerical chamber, chiefly of biſhops and high-bene- 
ficed clergy ; and theſe men were determined to put every thing to 
iſſue, as well by ſtrength as by ſtratagem. They had no objection to 
a conſtitution; but it muſt be ſuch an one as themſelves ſhould dice 
tate, and ſuited ro their own views and particular fituations. On 
the other hand, the Nation difowned knowing any thing of them but 
as citizens, and was determined to ſhut out all ſuch up-ttart en- 
fions. The more ariſtocracy ——— the more it was deſpiſed; 
there was a viſible imbecility and want of intellects in the majority, 
a ſort of je ne ſais quai, that while it afſected to be more than 
Citizen, was leſs than man. It loſt ground from contempt more 
than from hatred ; and was rather jeered at as an aſs, than dread- 
ed as a lion. This is the general character of ariſtocracy, or what 
are called Nobles or Nobility in all countries. 

The plan of the mal-contents confilted now of two things; either 
to deliberate 4nd vote by chambers, (or orders), more eſpecially on 
all queſtions reſpecting a conſtitution, (by which the ariſtocratical 
chamber would have had a negative on any article of the conſtitu- 
tion) ; or, in caſe they could not accompliſh this object, to overthrow 
the National Aﬀembly entirely. 

To effect one or other of theſe objects, they began now to culti- 
vate a friendſhip with the deſpotiſm they had hitherto attempted to 
rival, and the Count D' Artois became their chief. The King (who 
has fince declared himſelf deceived into their meaſures) held, ac- 
ä to the old form, 4 Fed of Fuftice, in which he accorded to 
the deliberation and vote par t#t (by head) upon ſeveral objects; 
Þut reſerved the deliberation and vote upon all queſtions reſpecting a 


conſtitution to the three chambers ſeparately. This declaration of 
the King was made againit the advice of M. Neckar, who now be- 
gan 
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gan to perceive that he was growing out of faſhion at Court, and that 
another miniſter was in contemplation. 

As the form of fitting in ſeparate chambers was yet apparently 
kept up, though eflentially deitroyed, the national repreſentatives, 
— Morag * this declaration of the King, reſorted to their own 
chambers, to conſult on a proteſt againit it ; and the minority of the 
chamber (calling itſelf the Nobles), who had joined the national cauſe, 
retired to a private houſe, to counfult in like manner. The mal- 
contents had by this time concerted their meaſures with the Court, 
which Count D' Artois undertook to conduct; and as they ſaw, from 
the diſcontent which the declaration excited, and the oppoſition mak- 
ing again{t it, that they could not obtain a controul over the intended 
conſtitution by a ſeparate vote, they 1 themſelves for their 
final object that of conſpiring againit National Aſſembly, and 
overthrowing it. 


Ihe next morning, the door of the chamber of the National 


. Allembly was ſhut againſt them, and guarded by troops; and the 


Members were refuled admittance. On this, they withdrew to a 
tenis-ground in the neighbou:houd of Verſailles, as the moſt conve- 
nient place they could find, and, after renewing their ſeſſion, took an 
oath never to ſeparate from each other, under any circumſtance 
whatever, death excepted, until they had eſtabliſhed a conſtitution. 
As the experiment of ſhutting up the houle had no other effect than 
that of producing a cloſer connection in the Members, it was opened 
a — the next day, and the public bulineſs recommenced in the 
ual place. 

We now are to have in view the forming of the new Miniſtry, 
which was to accompliſh the overthrow of the National Aſſembly. 
But as force would be neceſſary, orders were iſſued to aſſemble thirty 
thouſand troops, the command of which was given to Broglio, one 
of the new-intended Miniſtry, who was recalled from the country for 
this purpoſe. But as ſome management was neceflarty to keep this 

lan concealed till the moment it ſhould be ready for execution, it 
is to this policy that a declaration made by Count DY Artois mult be 
attributed, and which is here proper to be introduced. 

It could not but occur, that while the mal-contents continued ro 
reſort to their chambers ſeparate from the National Aſſembly, that 
anore jealouſy would be excited than if they were mixed with it, and 
that the plot might be ſuſpected. But as they had taken their ground, 
and now wanted a pretence for quitting it, it was necefſary that one 
ſhould be deviſed. This was eft-Qtual:y accompliſhed by a declara- 
tion made by Count D'Artois, ** That if they took not a part in the 
** National Afenibly, the life of the Ring would be endangered :” on 
— 22 quitted their chambers, aud mixed with the Aſſembly in 
one b 

At the time this declaration was made, it was generally treated as 
a piece of abſurdity in Count D' Artcis, and calculated merely to re- 
lieve the outlianding Members cf the two chambers from the dimi- 
nutive ſituation they were put in ; and if nothing more had followed, 
this concluſion would have been good. But as things beſt explain 
themſelves by their events, this apparent union was only a cover to 
the machinations that were ſecretly going on; and the declaration 
accommodated itſelf to anſwer that purpoſe. In a little time the 
National Aſſembly found itſelf ſurrounded by troops, and thouſands 
daily arrivin this a very ſtrong declaration was made by the 


National Alkembly to the King, remonſtrating on the impropriety 
of the meaſure, and demanding the reaſon. The King, who was 
not in the ſecret of this buſinels, as himſelf afterwards declared, 


gave 
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gave ſubſantially for anſwer, that he had no other object in 
view than to preferve the public tranquillity, which appeared to be 
much diſturbed. 

But in a few dars from this time, the plot unravelled itſelf. M. 
Neckar and (he Miniſtry were diſplaced, and a new one formed, of 
rhe enemies of the Revolution ; and Broglio, with berween twenty- 
five and thirty thoufand foreign troops, was arrived to ſupport them. 
The maſk was now thrown cf, and matters were come to a criſis.— 
The event was, that in the ſpace of three davs, the new Miniſtry and 
their abettors found jt prudent to fix the nation; the Baſtile was ta- 
ken, and Broglio and his foreign troops difperſed ; as is already re- 
laced in the former part ct this work. 

There are tome curious circumſtances in the hiſtory of this ſhort- 
F'ved miniſtry, and this ſhort - ved attempt at a counter-revolution., 
The palace of Verſailles, where the Court was ſitting, was not more 
than four hundred yards dittant from the hall where the National 
Aulembly was firting. The two places were at this moment like the 
ſeparate head quarters of two combatant armies; yet the Court was 
as perfectly ignorant of the information which had arrived from Paris 
to the National Aﬀembly, as if it had refided at an hundred miles 
diſtance. The then Marquis de la Favette, who {as has been alrea- 
dy mentioned) was choſen to preſide in the National Affembly on 
this particular occafion, named, by order of the Aﬀembly, three 
ſucceſſive deputations to the King, on the day, and up to th even- 
ing on which the Baſtile was taken, and to inform and confer with 
him on the tlate of affairs: but the miniſtry, who knew not fo much 
as that it was attacked, precluded all communication, and were ſo- 
lacing themſelves how dexterouſſy they had ſucceeded ; but in a few 
hours the accounts arrived ſo thick and faſt, that they had to ſtart 
fiom their deſks and run. Some ſet off in one diſguiſe, and ſome in 
another, 2nd none in their own character. Their anxiety now was to 
outride the news leſt they ſhould be ſtopt, which, though it flew faſt, 
fiew not fo faſt as themſelves. 

It is worth remarking, that the National Aſſembly neither purſued 
thoſe fugitive conſpirators, nor tcok any notice of them, nor fought 
to retaliate in any ſhape whatever. cupied with eltabliſhing a 
conftitution founded on the Rights of Man and the Authority of the 
People, the only authority on which government has a right to exiſt 
in any country, the Natioval Afſembly felt none of thoſe mean paſ- 
hons which mark the character of impertinent governments, found - 
ing th-mlelves on their own authority, or on the abfurdiry of heredi- 
tary ſuece lion. It is the faculty of the human mind to become what 
t contemplates, and to act in umſon with its object. 

the con!piracy being thus diſperſed, one of the firſt works of the 
Natron Aliembly, inſtead of vindictive proclamations, as has been 
the cale with other governments, publiſhed a Declaration of the Rights 
ot Man. as the hats on which the new couſtitution was to be built, 
and which is here ſub joined. 


DECLARATION OF THE RIG!TS OF MAN AND OF 
CITIZENS, 


By TUuE NATIONAL A*:EMBLY OF FRAXCE. 


Ihe Romefentatives of the people of Frnaxce formed into a 
N tom of Aﬀieratity, conſidering that ignorance, ney!-&, or con- 
tint human rights, are the fol» cauſes of public misfortunes and 
£740.99 Of goyerament, have retolved to fet forth, in a ſolemn de- 


claration, 
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claration, theſe natural, impreſcriptible, and unalienable rights: 
that this declaration being conſtantly preſent to the minds of the 
members of the body focial, they may be ever kept attentive to their 
rights and their duties: that the acts of the legiſl.tive and executive 
powers of government, being capable of being every moment com- 
pared with the end of political inſtitutions, may be more reſpected : 
and alſo, that the future claims of the citizens, being directed by 
imple and inconteſtible principles, may always tend to the mainten- 
ance of the conſtitution, and the general happineſs. 

For theſe reaſons, the NATIONAL ASSEMBLY doth recognize 
and declare, in the preſence of the Supreme Being, and with the 
hope of his bleſſing and favour, the following /acred rights of men 
and of citizens : ; 

I. Men are born and always continue free, and equal in reſp: 
* of thrir rights. Croil din inctionc, therefore, can be jounded only on 
* public utility. 

1 II. 74 end of all political afſciations is the preſer vation of the 
natural and imp» cſcriptible rights of an; and theſe rights are li- 
* berty, property, /ecurity, and glance of oppreſſion. 

III. The nation :s ontially the ſource of all ſovereignty; nor can 
any IND!VIDUAL, % ANY BODY OF MEN, beentitled 10 any au- 
thority which is not expreſsly derived from it. 

* LV. Political Liberty conliſts in the power of doing whatever does 
not injure another. e exerciſe of the natural rights of every 
man, has no other limits than thoſe which are neceſſary to ſecure to 
every other man the free exerciſe of the ſame rights; and theſe li- 
mits are determinable only by the law. 
* V. The law ought to prohibit only actions hurtful to ſociety.— 
What is not prohibited by the law, ſhould not be hindered ; nor 
* ſhould any one be compelled to that which the law does not re- 
* guire. | 
2 VI. The law is an expreſſion of the will of the community. All 
citizens have a right to concur, either perſonally, or by their re- 
preſentatives, in its formation. It ſhould be the ſame to all, 
whether it protects or puniſhes ; and a hing equal in its gt, are 
equally oliz:ble to all honours, places, and emplyyments, according to 
their ifferent abilities, without any other diſtindtion than that creat- 
ed by their virtues and talents. be 
* VII. No man ſhould be accuſed, arreſted, or held in confine- 
ment, except in caſes determined by the law, and according to 
the forms which it has preſcribed. All who promote, folicit, exe- 
cute, or cauſe to he executed, arbitrary orders, ought to be puniſh. 
ed ; and every citizen called upon or apprehende' by virtue of the 
law, ought immediately to obey, and renders himſelf cuipable by 
reſiſtance. 
VIII. The law ought to impoſe no other pen+lties than ſuch as 
are abſolutely and evidently neceflary : and no ore ought to be 
puniſhed, but in virtue of a law promulgated befote the offence, 
* ard legally applied. 
IX. Every man being preſumed innocent ill he has been con- 
victed, whenever his detention becomes ind:'peulible, all rigour to 
him, more than is neceffary to ſecure his perſon, ought to be pro- 
* vided againſt by the law. 
KX. No man ought to be moleſted on account of his opinions, not 
even on account of his religious opinions, > his avowal of 
them dues not diſturb the public order eſtabliſhed by the lay, 
* XI. The unreſtrained communication of thoughts and opinion: 
being one of the moſt precious rights of man, every citizen may 


* ſpeak, 


20 RIGHTS OF MAN. 


* ſpeak, write, and publiſh freely, ided he is reſponſible for the 
* abuſe of thi: liderry in caſes 24 — by the law. 

XII. A public force being neceſſary to give ſecurity to the rights 
of men and of citizens, that force is inſtituted for the benefit of the 
* community, and not for the particular benefit of the perſons with 
* whom it is entruſted. 

XIII. A common contribution being neceſſary for the * 
* of the public force, and for defraying the other expences of go- 
* vernment, it ought to be divided equally among the members of 
* the community, according to their abilities. 

* XIV. Every citizen has a right, either by himſelf or his repre- 
* ſentative, to a free voice in determining the neceſſity of public 
* contributions, the appropriation of them, and their amount, mode 
* of aſſellment, and duration. 

XV. Every community has a right to demand of all its agents, 
an account of their conduct. 

* XVI. Every community in which a ſeparation of powers and 
* a ſecurity of rights is not provided for, wants a conſtitution. 

XVII. The right to property being inviolable and ſacred, no one 
* ought to be deprived of it, except in cafes of evident public neceſ- 
* fity legally afcertained, and on condition of a previous juſt in- 
* demnity.” 


OBSERVATIONS OS Tre DECLARATION or RIGHTS. 


The three firſt articles comprehend in general terms, the whole 
of a Declaration of Rights: all the ſucceeding articles either origi- 
nate out of them, or follow as elucidations. e 4th, 5th, and 6th, 
* pow particularly what is only generally expreſſed in the iſt. 

and 3d. 

The 7th, dh, gth, ioth, and 11th articles, are declaratory of priz:- 
ciplit upon which laws ſhall be conſtructed conformable to rights al- 
ready declared. But it is quettioned by ſome very good people in 
France, as well as in other countries, whether the roth article ſuffi - 
ciently guarantees the right it is intended to accord with: beſides 
which, it takes off from tne divine dignity of religion, and weakens 
its operative force upon the mind to make it a ſudject of human laws, 
It then preſents itſelf to Man, like light intercepted by a cloudy 
medium, in which the ſource of ir is 2 from his fight, and 
he ſees nothing to reverence in the duſky ray *. 

The remaining articles, beginning with the twelfth, are ſubſtun- 
tially contained in the principles of the preceding articles ny, ts 

e 


There is a ſingle idea, which, if it ſtrikes rightly upon the mind 
either in a legal or a religious ſenſe, will prevent any man, or any 
body of men, or any government, from going wrong on the ſubjet 
of Religion; which is, that before any human inſtitutions of govern- 
ment were known iu the world, there exiſted, if I may fo expreſs it, 
a comp: & between God and Man, from the beginning of time; and 
that as the relation and condition which man in his individual perſon 
tiands in towards his Maker cannot be changed, or any ways altered 
by any human laws or human, authority, that religious devorion, 
which is a part of this compact, cannot fo much as be made a ſubject 
of human laws; and that all laws muſt conform themſelves to this 
prior exiſting compact, and not aſſume to make the compact conform 
to the laws, which, beſides being human, are ſubſequent thereto. * 
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the particular tuation which France then was, having to undo what 
was wrong, a3 well as to ſet up what was right, it was proper to be 
more particular than what in another condition of things would be 
— y. 


Ar 

While the Declaration of Rightz was before the National Aſſem- 
bly, fome of its members remarked, that if a Declaration of Rights 
was publiſhed, it ſhould be accompanied by a Declaration of Duties. 
The obſervation diſcovered a mind that reflected, and it only erred by 
not reflecting far —_ A Declaration of Rights is, by recipro- 
citv, a Declaration of Duties alſo. Whatever is my right as a man, 
Dm the _ another ; and it becomes my duty to guarantee, as 
well as to poſſe ſs. | 

The — firſt articles are the baſis of Liberty, as ell individual 
as national ; nor can any country be called free, whoſe government 
does not take its beginning from the principles they contain. and con 
tinue to preſerve them pure ; and the whole of the Declaration of 
Righ's is of more value to the world, and will do more gond, than 
ail the laws and ſtatutes that have yet been promulgated. 

In the declaratory exordium which prefaces the Declaration of 
Rights, we ſee the folemn and majeltic ſpeCtacle of a Nation = 
ing its commiſſion, under the auſpices of its Creator, to eſtabliſh a 
Government; a ſcene ſo new, and fo tranſcendently unequalled 
any thing in the European world, that the name of a Revolution is 
diminutive of its character, and it riſes into a Regeneration of man. 
What are the preſent Governments of Europe, but a ſcene of ini- 
quity and ? What is that of England ? Does not its own in- 
habitants ſay, it is a market where every man has his price, and 
where corruption is common traffic, at the expence of a deluded peo- 
— No wonder, then, that the French Revolution is traduced — 

lad it confined itſelf merely to the deſtruction of flagrant deſpotiſm, 
perhaps Mr. Burke and fome others had been filent. Then cry 
now 18, It has gone too far: that is, it has gone too far for them. 
It ſtares ion in the face, and the venal tribe are all alarmed. 
Their fear diſcovers itſelf in their —_ -; and they are but pub- 
l:ſhing the groans of a wounded vice. But from ſuch oppoſition, the 
French Revolution, inſtead of ſuffering, receives an The 
more it is ſtruck, the more . it will emit; and the fear is, it 
will not be firuck enough. It has nothing to dread from attacks :— 


Truth has gone it an eftabliſhment ; and Time vill record it with a 
name as laſting as his own. 
Having now traced the of the French Revolution 


moit of its principal ſtages, from its commencement to the taking of 
the Rn, cy. — —— by the — wo 1 
will cloſe the ſubject with the energetic apoſtrophe o a Fay- 
ette—May this great monument raiſed to Liberty, ſerve as a leſſon to 
the opprefſor, and an example to the oppreſſed !* 


firſt act of man, when he looked around and ſaw himſelf a creature 
which he did not make, and a world furnithed for his reception, muſt 
have been devotion ; and devotion muſt ever continue ſacred to every 
individual man, as it appears rigit to hum ; and governments do 
m.ſchief by interfering. 


* See page 10 of his work—V. B. Since the taking the Baſtile, 
the occuriences have been publiſhed : but the matters recorded in this 
narrative, ate prior to that period ; and ſore of them, as may eaſi- 
iy be ſeen, can be but very little known. 
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MISCELLANEOUS CHAPTER. 


TO prevent interrvpting the argument in the preceding part of thi: 
work, or the narrative that follows it, I referved fome ob-fervations to be 
thrown topether into a Miſcellaneous Chapter; by which variety wiglit 
wot be cenfured for couſuſlon. Mr. Burke's Book is 2! Miſcellany. His 
intention was to make an attack on the French Revolution; tut inftead of 
— — + arrangement, he has formed it with a Mob of 

as, tumbling over and dcftroymy one another. 

But this confuſion and contradiction in Mr. Burke's Book, is ac- 
counted for. When 2 man in a long caufe attempts to ſtrer his by 
any thing elfe than fome polar truth or principle, he is fure to be loſt. It 
is beyond the compaſs of his capacity, to keep all the parts of an argu- 
ment tog ther, and make them unite in due iſſue, by any other means 
than having this guide always in view. Neither memory nor inventicn 
es Sdn it. The ſormer fails him, and the latter betrays 

im. 

Notwithſtanding the nonfenfe, for it deſerves no better name, that Mr. 
Burke bas afferted about hereditary rights, and kereditary ſucceſſion, and 
that a Nation has not a right to form a Government fur itſelf; it happened 
to fall in his way to give ſome account f what Government is. Ces cre- 
* ment, ſays he, is a contrivance of human wiſcom.” 

Admitting that Government is @ contrivance of human wiſfem, it mvſt 
neceſſarily follow, that hereditary ſucc.ſhon, and hereditary rights (as then 
are called, can make no part of it, becauſc it is impeſlible to make wil- 
dom hereditary ; and on other hund, that cannot be a wiſe contrrvar ce, 
which in its aperation may commit the government of a nation to the u 
dum of an idcot. The ground which Mr. Burke now takes is fatal to 
every part of his cauſe. The argument changes from hereditary rights to 
hereditary wiſlem ; and the queition is, Who i the wiſcit man? He mutt 
now ſhew that every one in the line of hereditary ſucceſhou was a Salomon, 
or his title is not good to be a king. — What a troke has Mr. Burke row 
made '—To uſe 2 failor's phraſe, he has all the dich, and ſcarcely left 
a name legible ia the liſt of kings; and he has mowed down and thinzed 
the Hout of Peers, with a ſcythe as formidable as Death and Lime. 

Bur, Mr. Burke appears to have been aware of this retort, and he has 


taken care to guard againſt it, by — 1. 

contrivance of human wildom, but a h of wiſdom. He puts the na- 

tion as fool on ore fide, and places his government of wiſdom, all wiſe- 

men of Gotham, on the other fide; and he then prochaims, and fays, that 

« Ren have « RIGHT that their warxTs N be provided for by this wif 

* Am.''——Hzving thus made prockmation, he nent proceeds to 

to them, what their warts are; and alfo what their rights are. In this he 

has ſucceeded dextrouſly, for he makes their wants to be a want 

but as this is but cold comfort, he then informs them, that they hve a 

right (not to any of the wiſdom) but to be governed by it; and in order 

to imprefs them with a ſolemn reverence for this monepuly-government of 

wifdem, and of its vaſt capacity for all purpoſes, poſſible or impoſſible, 
ical myſterious i 


to them its powers, in theſe worde The Rights of men in govern- 


: 
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mm i governed by 2D — that it can make evil gend, or good 
evil, juft as it pleaſes. ſhort, that government is arbi power. 

But there are ſome things which Mr. Burke has forgotten. Fi, He 
kas not ſhewn where the wiſdom otiginally came from : and ſccoadly, he 
has not ſhewn by what authority it firit began to aft. In the manner he 
introduces the matter, it is either government ſtealing wiſdom, or wiſdom 
Realing government. It is without an origin, and its powers without au- 

ity. In ſhort, it is uſurpation. | 

— — cf Cams er Bund Honig of ſome 
radical defe& in a neceſſary to out of or from 
7 ene — = III 
that a monarchical reaſoner never traces government to its fource, or from 
its fource. It is one of the ite by which be may be known. A 


look back with contemplative pride on the origin of their government, and 
fay, This war the work | fog query. But what can a monarchi- 


the eye in di ing objects; when once any object has 
it is impoſſible to put the mind back to the fame condition it was 
it aw it. Thoſe who talk of a counter revolution in France, 

underſtand of man. There does not exiſt in the com- 

an arrangement of words to expreſs fo much as the 
Qing a counter revolution. "The means muſt be an oblitera- 
knowledge; and it has never yet been diſcovered, how to mak 
his knowledge, or vathink his thoughts. 
rke is labouriag in vain to ſtop the progreſs of knowledge; and 
| with the worſe grace from him, as there is a certain tranſaQtion 
known in the city, which renders him ſuſpected of being = penſioner in a 
fictitious name. I his may account for fome ſtrange doctrime he has ad- 
vanced i@ his book, which, thouph he points it at the Revolution Society, 
is effetually directed againſt the whole Nation. 
The King of England,“ fays he, * holds 4% Crown (for it does not 
belong to the nation, according to Mr. Burke) in contempt of the choice 
«« of the Revolution Society, who have not a fngle vote for a Kaig among 
* them either individually or collefiively ; und his Majelty's beirs, each in 
„ their time and order, will come to the Crown with the fume contrnpt of 
their choice, with which his Majeſty has fuccecded to that which Le 
© now wears.” 

As to who is king in England or elfewhbere, or u hecher there is ary Eing 
at all, or whether the people chuſe a Cherokee Chief, or a JHcfan 
Huffar for a King, is not a matter that I trouble mytelſ about, be that to 
themſelves; but with refpe&t to the doctrir e, ſo far as jr relates to the 
Rights of Men and Nations, it is as abominoble us anything ever tttered N 
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the moſt enſlaved country under heaven. Whether it ſounds worſe to wy 
ear, by not being accuſtomed to hear ſuch deſpotiſm, than what it d cs to the 
ear of another perſon, I am not fo well a judge of; but of tsauminubl-: 
principle, I am at no loſs to judye. 

It is not the Revolution Society that Mr. Burke mcans; it is the Nation, 
as well in its orivinal as in its repreſentative character; and he has taken 
care to make himſelf undcritood, by faying tht they have not a vote cither 
collactiuely or individually. The Revolution Society is compoſed of citizens 
of all denominations, and of members of both the Houlcs of Parlianient; 
and tly, if there is not a right to a vote in any of the characters, 
there can be no right to any either in the nation or in its parliament. I his 
ought to be a caution to every country how it imports foreign familics to 
be Kings. It is ſomewhat curious to obſerve, that although the people of 
England have been in the hahit oftalking about Kings, it is always a foreign 
houſe of Kings; hating forcigners, yet governed by them. It is now tlc 
Houſe of Brunſwick, one of the petty tribes of Germany. 

It has hitherto been the practice of the Engliſh Paritaments to regulate 
what was called the ſucceſſion, (taking it for granted, that the nation then 
continued to accord tu the form of annexing a monarchical branch to its 
government; for without this, the parhament could not have had autho- 
rity to have ſent either to Holland or to Hanover, or tv impoſe a Kg 
upon the nation, againſt its will.) And this muſt be the utmoſt limit to 
which Parliament can go upon the cate; but the right of the nation yocs 
to the che cafe, becauſe it has the right cf changing its tobe fur of gu- 
vernment. The right of a Parliament is only a right in truft, a right by 
delegation, and that but irom a very ſmall part of the nation; and one of 
its Houſes has not even this. But the right of the nation is an original 
right, as univerſal as taxation. The nation is the puymaſter of every thing, 
and every thing muſt conform to its general will. 

remember taking notice of a ſpeech in what is called the Engliſh 
Houſe of Peers, by the then Earl of Shelburne, and I think it was at the 
time he was Miaiſter, which is applicable to this caſe. I do not directly 
charge my memory with every particular; but the words and the purport, 
as nearly as | remember, were theſe: Tat the form of a Government was @ 
matter wholly ot the will cy « Nation at all times : that if it choſe @ monarchical 
form, it bad @ right to Gave it ſo; and if is afterwards choſe to be a Republic, it 
bad @ right to be a Republic, a4 to ſay to a King, we bave no longer any occaſion 
for you. 

When Mr. Burke fuys that His Majeſty's heirs and ſucceſſors, each in 
their time and order, will come to the crown with the fume contempt of 
their choice with which His Majeſty has ſucceeded to that ke wears,” 
it is aying roo much cven to the humbleſt individual in the country; part 
of whole daily labour goes towards making up the millions ſterling a yeur, 

which the country gives the perſon it ſtiles a King. Government with 
inſolence, is deſpotiſm; but when contempt is added, it becomes worle ; 
and to py for contempt, is the exceſs of flavery. This ſpecies of Gu- 
vernment comes from Germany; and reminds me of what one of the Brun(- 
wick foldiers told me, who was taken priſoner by the Americans in the 
late war: * Ah!” faid he, America is a fine free country, it is worth the 
people's fighting for; I know the diſſerence by knowing my own; in 
my country, if the prince ſay, Eat ſtraw, we eat ftraw.” God kelp that 
country thought I, be it England or elſewhere, whoſe libertics are 
3 be — by German principles of goverument and princes ot 
wick. 

As Mr. Burke ſometimcs ſpeaks of England, ſometimes of France, and 
ſometimes of the world, and of government in general, it is difficult to an- 
foyer kis hook without apparently meeting him on the ſame ground. Al- 
though principles of Covernment are general ſubjects, it is next to im- 
poſſible in many caſe- to ſeparate them from the idea of place and circum- 


ſtance ; 
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Nance; and the more when circumſtances are put for arguments, which is 
frequently the cafe with Mr. Burke. 

In the former part of his Book, addreſſing himſelf to the of 
France, ke ſays, * No experience has taught us, (meaning the Engliſh), that 
in any other courſe or method than that of an berrvitary crown, can our 
« liberties be regularly perpetuated and d facred as cur ber 
« right.” 1 aſk Mr. Burke who is to take them away? M. de la Fayette, 
in ſpeaking to France fays, © For @ Natiun to be free, it is ſufficient that ſhe 
6 wills ir.” But Mr. Burke England as wanting capacity to 
take care of itſelf; and that its liberties muſt be taken care of by a King, 
holding it in “ contempt.” If England is funk to this, it is prepari 
itſell to cat ſtraw, as in Hanover or in Brunſwick. But beſides the folly 
of the declaration, it happens that the fads are all againſt Mr. Burke. 
It was by the Government being bereditary, that the liberties of the 
were endangered. Charles the Firſt, and James the Second, are inſtances of 
this truth; yet neither of them went ſo far as to hold the Nation in 
c mtempt. 

As it is ſometimes of advantage to the people of one country, to hear 
what thoſe of other countries have to ſay reſpecting it, it is poſſible that the 
people of France may learn ſomething from Mr. Burke's Book, and that 
the people of England may alſo learn ſomething from the anſwers it will oc- 
caſion. When Nations fall out about freedom, a wide field of debate is 
opened. The argument commences with the rights of war, without its 
evit; and as knowledge is the object contended for, the party that ſuſtains 
the defeat obtains the prize, 

Mr. Burke talks abort what he calls an hereditary crown, as if it 
were ſome production of nature; or as if, like time, it had a power to ope- 


rate not only i nt, but in ſpite of man; or as if it were a thing ur 
a ſubject univerſally conſented to. Alas! it has none —— 
ties, but is the reverſe of them all. It is a thing in imagination, t 


pro- 
priety of which is more than doubted, and the legality of which in a few 
years will be denied. 1 * 

But, to arrange this matter in a view than what | expreſ- 
ſons can convey, it will be neceſſary to ſtate the ditin@ heads under which 
(what is called) an hereditary crown, or, more properly ſpeaking,an here- 
ditary ſucceſſion to the Government of a Nation, can be cuuſidered; 


which are, ? 


Firſt, The right of a particular family to eſtabliſh itſelf. 

Secondly, The right of a Nation to eſtabliſm a particular family. 

With reſpect to the frf of theſe heads, that of a family eſtabliſhing 
itſelf with hereditary powers on its own authority, and independent of the 
cunſeut of a Nation, all men will concur in calling it defpotiſm; and it 
would be treſpaſſing on their underſtanding to attempt to prove it. 

But the fcord head, that of a Nation eſtabliſhing a particular family with 
bereditary powers, it does not preſent itſelf as deſpotiſmm on the firſt reflec- 
tion; but if men will permit a ſecond reflection to take place, and carry 
that reflection forward but one remove out of their own perſons to that 
of their offspring, they will then ſee that hereditary ſucceſſion becomes in its 
conſequences the ſame deſpotiſm to others, which they reprobated for them- 
ſelves. It operates to preclude the conſent of the ſucceeding peneration, 
and the precluſion of conſent is deſpotiſm. When the perſon who at any 
time ſhall he in poſſeſſion of a Government, or thoſe who ſtand in ſucceſſion 
to him, ſhall ſay to a Nation, I hold this power in“ contempt” of you, it ſig- 
nifies not cn what authority he pretends to fay it. It is no relief, but an 
aggravation to a perſon in flavery, to reflect that he was ſuid by his pa- 
rent; and as that which heightens the criminality of an act cannot be 


produced to prove the legality of it, hereditary ſucceſſion cannot be eſta- 
bliſhed as a legal thing. 


In 
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In order to arrive at 2 more perfect deciſion on this head, it will be pro- 
per to confider the generation which undertakes to eftabliſh a family with 
hereditary powr?s 2-part and ſeparate from the generations which are to 
follow; and alio to conſider the character in which the , generation 
ads with reſpect to ſucceeding generations. 

The generation which firſt ſelects a perſon, and puts him at the head of 
its Government, cither with the title of King, or any other diſt inction. 
acts its own choice, be it wiſe or fooliſh, as a free agent for itſelf, The 
perſon ſo ſet up is not hereditary, but ſelected and appointed; and the 
generation who ſets him up, does not live under an hereditary govern» 
ment, but under a government of its own choice and eſtabliſhment. 
Were the generation who ſets him up, and the perſon fo ſet up, to live for 
ever, it never could become hereditary ſucecſſion; and of confequence, he- 
reditary ſucceſſion can only follow on the death of the firſt parties. 

As therefore hereditary ſucceſſion is out of the queſtion with reſpe to 
the frf generation, we have now to conſider the character in which that 
generation acts with reſpe& to the cotnmencing generation, and to all ſuc- 
treding ones. | 

It aſſumes a character, to which it has neither right nor title. It 
changes itſelf from a Legiſlator to a Tefator, and affects to make its Will, 
which is to have operation after the demiſe of the makers, to bequeath 
the Government; and it not only attempts to bequeath, hut to ctabliſh on 
the ſuccceding generation, a new and diſferetit form of government under 
which itſelf lived. Itſelf, as is aheady cbferved, lived not under an he- 
red: ary Government, but under a Government of its own choice and eſta- 
blimmert; and it now attempts, by virtue of a will and teſtament, (and 
which it has authority to make), to take from the commencing generation, 
and all future ones, the rights and free agency by which itſelf acted. 

But, excluſive of the right which any generation has to act collectively 
25 a teſtator, the objects to which it applies itſelf in this caſe are not within 
the compals of any law, or of any will or teſtament. 

The rights of men in ſociety, are neither deviſeable, ner transferable, 
nor annihilable, but are deſcendable only; and it is not in the power of 
any generation to intercept finally, and cut off the deſcent. If the pre- 
ſent generation, or any other, are difpoſed to be flaves, it does not leſſen 
the right of the ſucceeding generation to be free: wrongs cannot have a 
legal deſcent. When Mr. Burke attempts to maintain, that the Egli 
Natioa did at the Revolution of 1688, meſt ſolemnly renounce and abdicate their 


rights for themſelves and for all their poſterity for ever; he ſpeaks a language 


that merits not reply, and which can only excite contempt for his pr 
principles, or pity for his ignorance. 

In whatever lipht hereditary ſacceſſion, as growing out of the will and 
teſtament of ſome former generation, preſents itſelf, it is an abfurdity. A 
cannot make a will to take from B the property of B, and give it to C; 
E this is the manner in which (what is called) hereditary facceſſion by 

w operates, A certain former generation made a will to take away the 
rights of the commencing generation and all future ones, and convey thoſe 
rights to a third perſon, who aſterwards comes forward, and tells them, in 
Mr. Burke's language, that they have ao rights, that their rights are al- 
ready bequeathed to Yin, and he will govern in contempt of them. From 
luch principles, and fuch ignorance, Good Lord deliver the world! 

But, after all, what is this metaphor called a crown, or rather what is 
monarch ; Is it a thing, or is it a name, or is it a fraud? Is it © a contri- 
vance of human wifdom,” or of human craft to obtain money from a na- 
tiomunder ſpecious pretences? Is it a thing neceſſary to a nation? If it is, 
in what does that neceſſity conſiſt, what ſervices does it perform, what is its 
buſineſs, and what are its merits? Doth the virtue couſiſt in the metaphor, 
er in the man? Doth the goldſmith that makes the crown, make the virtuc 
%: Doch it operate like Fortuaatus's withing=cap, or Harlequin's — 

ſword! 
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ſword ? Doth it make a man a conjurer? In fine, what is it? It appears 
to be ſomething going much out of faſhion, falling into ridicule, and re- 
j-&ed in ſome countries both as unneceſſary and expenſive. In America 
it is conſidered as an abſurdity, and in France it has fo far declined, that 
tue goudneſs of the man, and the reſpeR for his perſonal character, are the 
only things that preſerve the appearance of its exiſtence. 

It Government be what Mr. Burke deſcribes it, © a contrivance of human 
wiſdom,” I might aſk him, if wiſdom was at ſuch a low ebb in England, that 
ir was become neceſſary to import it from Holland and from Hanover? But } 
will do the country the juſtice to ſay, that was not the caſe; and even if it 
was, it miſtook the cargo. The wiſdom of every country, when properly ex- 
crted, is ſufficient for all its purpoſes; and there could exift no more rea} 
vccakon in England to have fent for a Dutch Stadholder, or a German 
i kector, than there was in America to have done a fimilar thing. If a 
country does not underſtand its own affairs, how is a foreigner to under · 
tand them, who knows neither its laws, it's manners, nor its language? 
I there exiſted a man fo tranſcendently wiſe above all others, that his wil- 
dom was necefſary to inſtruct a nation, ſome reaſon might be offered for 
monarchy ; but when we caft our eyes about a 1 and obſegve how 
ev ry part underſtands its gwn affairs; and when we look round the world, 
and ſee that of all men in it, the race of Kings are the moſt infignificane 
2 capacity, our reaſon cannot fail to afk us—What are thoſe men kept 
tor 


If there is any thing in monarchy which we people of America do not un- 
derttand, I with Mr. Burke would be fo kind as to inform us I fee in 
America, a government extending over a country ten times as large as 
tngland, and conducted with regularity for a fortieth part of the ex» 
p nce which goverument coſt in England. If f aft a man in America, 
„Le wants a King? he retorts, and afks me if I take him for an ideot ? 
How is it that this difference happens? are we more or lefs wiſe thau 
others? I fee in America, the generality of le living in a ſtile of 
plenty unknown in monarchical countries; and | tee that the principle of 
its government, which is thatof the equal N, of Mar, is making a rapid 
progreſs in the world. 

monarchy is 2 ulelcfs thing, why is it up any where? and H x; 
neceffiry thing, how can it be diſpenſed wich? That civil government is 
urceſſary, all civilized nations will agree in; but civil government is re- 
publicag government. All that part of the government of England which 
degius with the office of conſtable, and proceeds through the department 
ot magiſtrate, quarter- ſeſſion, and general afflze, including trial by jury, 
5 republican government. Nothing of gzonarchy appears in any part of 
u, except the name which William the Canqeuror impouicd upon the En 
that of ohliging them to call him © Their Sovereign Lord the King. 

Ir is caſy to conceive, that a band of intereſted men ſuch as placemea, pen- 
Goners, Lurds of the bed-chamber, Lords of the kitchen, Lords of the ye- 
ceſſary- houſe, and the Lord knows what beſides, can find as many reaſons 
for monarchy as their falaries, paid at the expence of the country, amount 
to; but if I aſk the farmer, the manufacturer, the merchant, the tradeſ- 
Man, and down through all the occupations of life to the common labourer 
what fevvice monarchy is to him? he can give me tio wer. & 160. 
what monarchy is, he believes it is ſomething ike a fingcure. 

_ Notwithſtanding the taxes of England amount to almoſt ſeventeen mil- 
hons a-year, ſaid to be for the expences of Government, it is ſtil evident 
that the ſenſe of the Nation is leſt to govern itſelf, and docs govern itſelf 
by magiſtratos and juries, almoſt at its own charge, on republican princi 
cxclufive of the expence of taxes. The falaries af the Judges are 
the only charge that is paid out of the revenue. Conbering ths all the 
intornal government is executed by the people, the taxes of England eughy 


bo be the lighteſt of any nation in Europe; inſtead of which, they are the 


Contrary , 


* 
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contrary. As this cannot be accounted for on the ſcore of civil government, 
the ſubject neceſſarily extends itſelſ to the monarchical part. 

When the people of England fent for George the Firſt, (and it would 
puzzic a wiſer man than Mr. Burkc to diſcover for what he could be want- 
el, or what ſervice he could render), they ought at leaſt to have conditi- 
oned for th: abandonment of Hanover. Beſides the cndlcfs German in- 
triguc that muſt follow from a German EleQor being King of England. 
there is a natural impoſſibil. ty of uniting in the ſame perſon the principl:'s 
of Free Jom and the principles of Deſpotiſm, or, as it is uſually called in 
England, Arbitrary Power. A German Elector is in his electorate a deſ- 
pot: How then could it be expected that he ſhould be attached to princi- 
ples of liberty in one country, while his intereſt in another was to be ſup- 
ported by defpotiſm ? The union cannot exiſt; and it might eaſily have 
been foreſeen, that German Electors would make German Kings, or, in 
Ar. Eurke's words, would aſſume government with * contempt.” The 
Engliſh have been in the habit of conſidering a King of England only in 
the character in which he appcars to them: whereas the ſame perſon, 
wl ile the cenneRtion laſts, has a home - ſcat in another country, the intereſt 
oi which is Cifferent to their own, and the principles of the government+ 
in oppaſition to each other. To ſuch a perſon England will appear as a 
towe-rclidence, and the Electorate as the eſtate. The Engliſh may wiſh, 
as 1 believe they do, ſucceſs to the principles of Liberty in France, or in 
Germany; but a German Elector trembles for the fate of deſpotiſm in his 
eleQorate ; and the Duchy of Mecklenburgh, where the preſent Queen's 
family governs, is under the ſame wretched ſtate of arbitrary power, and 
the people in laviſh vaſſalage. 

There never was a time when it became the Engliſh to watch continen- 
tal in'r'gues more circumſpectly thar. at the preſent moment, and to diſtin- 
guiſh the politics of the Electorate from the politics of the Nation. The 
revolution of France has entirely changed the ground with reſpect to Eng- 
land and France, as nations: but the German deſpots, with Pruſſia at their 

head, are combining againſt Liberty ; and the fondneſs of Mr. Pitt for 


not give ſufficient ſecurity againſt this intrigue. 
As every thing which in the world becomes matter for hiſtory, I 


animoſity of the liſh Nation, it is very remembered, ran high ; 
and, had the true principles of Liberty been as well underſtood then as 

now promiſe to be, it is probable the Nation would not have paticntly 
— T wank. George the Firſt and Second were ſenſible of a ri- 
e val in the remains of the Stuarts; and as they could not but confider them- 


are two diſtinct ſpecies of 
by reſentment. As the Nation had formed itfelf into two parties, 
each was extolling 1 eager, champions for and agai 

rogative, nothi operate to give a more 
— es es es Cana partiſans of each 
being thus ſuddenly left in the lurch, and mutually heated with diſguſt at 
the meaſure, felt no other relief than uniting in a common 


61 


OF MAN. 


RIGHTS 


10 Th Hl i 


11115 
5882 


HT 


If 


ite fects Bees 5 
1 pl 1 
111 þ 


1411 


14141 11 1 + 
14 157 1 TH 
11 I + 23 434% 
1 


IE. 
3; 
112 


Hl 


A 


22 


J 


bt 


. 
2370 TH 14 127 - 11110 I þ 1 
1 el 111 Frag te Nl. 1 jt 


V 


— eee eee CCC ———_—_—_—_ 
„ LG GO Reeder e cf Rs 232 25 & 53477177247 


62 RIGHTS OF MAN. 
foriog the rights of the Nation into a Houſe over which it has neither 


election nor 

The een impulſe of the Nation was right; but it ated without re- 
flection. D LOAD HI VL Fox, 
without perceiving that Mr. Pitt was fu g another 1 
more remote from the Nation, in to it. 
ee the tek 0} Cres, is elected but by a ſmall 
part of the Nation; but were the election as univerſal as taxation, which 
it ought to be, it would ſtill de only the organ of the Nation, and cannot 
„ ier France reſolves a 
matter, the reſolve is made in right of the Nation; but Mr. Pitt, on all 
national ſo far as they refer to the Houſe of Commons, abſorbs 
the rights of the Nation into the organ, and makes the organ into a Na- 
tion, and the Nution kf into 3 eypher- 
- In a few words, the queſtion Regency was a queſtion on 8 million 
year, which is a prited to the executive : and Mr. Pitt 
. could pot poſſeſs any management this fum, without ſet- 
——_— — and when this was accompliſhed, it 
was indifferent who ſhould be Regent, as he muſt be Regent at his own 
coſt. Among the curioſities which this contentious debate afforded, was 
that of making the Great Seal into a King; the affizing of which to an act. 
was to be royal authority. If, therefore, Royal authority is a Great 
Seal, it conſequently is in itſelf nothing; and a good Conſtitution would 
be of infinitely more value to the Nation, than what the three Nominal 
Powers, as they now ſtand, are worth. 


The continual uſe of the word Con in the Parliament, 
ſhews there is none; and that the whole is merely a form of Government 
without a Conſtitution, and conſtituty ieſelf with what powers it pleaſes. 

Ik there were a Conſtitution, it ce could be referred to; and the de- 


bate on any conſtitutional point, would terminate by producing the Con- 
ſtitution. One member fays, This is Conſtitution; another ſays, That is 
Conſtitution To- day it is one thing ; and to-morrow, it is ſomething elſe— 
while the maintaining the debate proves there is none. Conſtitution is 
now the cant word of Parliament, tuning itſelf ww the car of the Nation. 
Formerly e 
Parliament : But, fince the in France, thoſe 
again bowed} x os and the Parliament have 
catched the faſhion from the National Aſſembly, without the ſub- 
ſtance, of ſpeaking of Conftitution. 

do ths: tes Sinead in En did not make the Go- 
verument, they are not acc le for any of its defects; but that ſooner 
or later it muſt come into their hands to a conſtitutional refor- 
mation, is as certain as that the ſame thing has happened in France. If 

France, with a revenue of nearly twenty-four millions "with an 
extent of rich and l. Sd. 
with a population of twenty-four millions of inhabitants to ſu 
on, with upwards of ninety millions ſterling of gold and filver —— 
— wich » ——— ——— — 

found it neceſſary, from whatever cauſe, to come to a ſettlement of its 
_ affairs, it ſolves the problem of funding for both countries. 

It is out of the queſtion to ſay how long, what is 
conſtitution, has laſted, and to from thence how 
the queſtion is, how long can the funding fyſtem laſt? It i 
2 modern invention, and has not yet continued beyond 
yet in that ſhort ſpace it has fo far n 
current expences, it requires an amount of taxes at leaſt equal to the whole 
landed rental of the nation in acres to defray the annual 
That e Goverument could not always have gone on by the fame ſyſtem 
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mit itſelf to be impoſed upon; but the prejudices of 
ſition of others, have always repreſented France as a nation poſſeſſing but 
little money—whereas the quantity is not only more than four times what 
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which has been followed for the laſt ſeventy years, muſt be evident to 
every man ; and for the ſame reaſon it cannot always go on. 

The funding ſyſtem is not money; neither is it, properly ſpeaking, 
credit. It, in effect, creates upon paper the ſum which it appears to bor- 
row, and lays on a tax to the imaginary capital alive by the 
of intereſt, and ſends the annuity to market, to be fold for paper already in 
circulation. If any credit is given, it is tothe diſpoſition of the people to 
pay the tax, and not to the Government which lays it on. When this dit- 
ion expires, what is ſuppoſed to be the credit of Government expire: 
with it. The inſtance of France under the former Government, ſhews that 
it is impoſſible to compel the payment of taxes by force, when a whole 
nation is determined to take its ſtand upon that 

Mr. Burke in his review of the finances of France, ſtates the quantity of 

and filver in France, at about eighty-eight millions ſterling. In do- 
ing this, he has, I preſume, divided by the difference of exchange, inſtead 
of the ſtandard of twenty-four livres to a pound ſterling; for M. Neckar's 
ſtatement, from which Mr. Burke's is taken, is two thouſand two hundred 
millions of livres, which is upwards of ninety-one millions and an half 


It can be of no real ſexvice to a Nation, to impoſe 2 ox to per 


, and the impo- 


„ele 


+ See Admiafration of the Finances of France, Val. by M. Neckar. | 
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export the ſpecie; and it admits of a poſſibility (by extending it to ſmall 
notes) of incueaſing paper, till there is no money left. 

I know this is not a pleaſant ſubject to En * but the matters 
I am going to mention, are ſo important in themſelves, as to require the 
attention of men intereſted in mcney-tranſaQtions of a public nature. There 
is a circumſtance ſtated by M. Neckar, in his treatiſe on the adminiftra- 
tion of the finances, which has never been attended to in England, but 
which forms the only baſis whereon to eſtimate the quantity of money 
(gold and filver) which ought to be in every nation in Europe, to preſerve 
a relative proportion with other nations. 

Liſbon and Cadiz are the two ports into which (money) gold and filver 
from South America are imported, and which, afterwards divides and 
ſpreads itſelf over Europe by means of commerce, and increaſes the 
= tn Bun BL, oy Hud If, therefore, the amount of the 
annual importation into Europe can known, and the relative proportion 
of the foreign commerce cf the ſeveral nations by which it is diſtributed 
can be aſcertained, they give a rule, ſufficiently true, to aſcertain the quan- 


1 ought to be found in any nation at any given 


"A. Necker thews from the regilters of Liſbon and Cadiz, that the im- 
portation of gold and filver into Europe, is five millions ſterling annually. 
—He has not taken it on a fingle year, but on an average of fiſteen ſuc- 
ceeding years, from 1763 to 1777, both incluſive; in which time, the 
amount was one thouſand eight hundred million bvres, which is ſeventy- 
five millions ſterling *. 

From the commencement of the Hanover ſucceſſion, in 1714, to the 
time Mr. Chalmers publiſhed, is ſeventy-two years; and the quantity im- 
ET OT CO OT Oy oye 


commerce of Great Britain be ſtated at a ſixth part of 
—- whole foreign commerce of Europe amounts to, (which is pro- 
bably an inferior eſtimation to what the gentlemen at the Exchange would 
eee EN 
ſum, to keep herſelf on a proportion with the reſt of E would be 
7 which is fixty millions ſterling; and if the 3 
ance for d accident be made for England which M. Neck makes 
for France, the quantity remaining aſter theſe deductions would be fifty- 
two millions; and this ſum ought to have been in the nation (at the time 
Mr. Chalmers publiſhed) in addition to the ſum which was in the nation at 
the commencement of the Hanover fucceffion, and to — 
whole at leaſt fixty-ſix millions ſterling; inſtead of which, there were 


but twenty millions, which is forty-ſix millions below its proportionate 


quantity. 
As the quantity of gold and filver imported into Liſbon and Cadiz is 


more exactly aſcertained than that of any commodity im 1 
=D er ndon is more 
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of 
in no other reſpe& than as the diſpoſition of the 
of France refuſed their aid to the old Government; 
land ſubmit to taxation without enquiry. What is 
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which, publicly known, was in May 1777, when it applied tothe Nation to 
diſc harge upwards of (. 600,200, private debts, which otherwiſe it could 
Rot pay. 

It was the error of Mr. Pitt, Mr. Burke, and all thoſe who were un- 
acquainted with the affairs of France, to confound the French Nation with 
the French Government. The French Nation, in eſſect, endeavoured to 
render the late Government inſolvent, for the purpoſe of taking government 
into its own hands; and it reſerved its means for the ſupport of the new 
Government, Ina country of fuch vaſt extent and population as France, 
the natural means cannot be wanting; and the political means appear the 
inſtant the Nation is diſpoſed to permit them. When Mr. Burke, in a 

laft Winter in the Britiſh Parliament, caff bis eyes over the map of 
Europe, and ſuw 4 chaſm that once wes France, he talked like a dreamer of 
dreams. I he fame natural France exiſted as before, and all the natural 
means exiſted with it. "The only chafm was that which the extinction of 
deſpot iſm had left, and which was to be filled up with a conſtitution more 
formidable in refources than the power which had expired. 

Although the French Nation rendered the late Government inſolvent, 
it Cid not — the inſolvency to act towards the creditors; and the cre- 
ditors conſideriug the Nation as the real paymaſter, and the Government 
only as the agent, reſted themſelves on the Nation, in preſerence to the 
Government. This appears greatly to diſturb Mr. Burke, as the prece- 
dent is fatal to the policy by which Governments have ſuppoſed themſelves 
ſecure. They have contracted debts, with a view of attaching what is 
called the monicd intereſt of a Nation to their ſupport ; but the example in 
France ſhews, that the permanent fecurity of the creditor is in the Nation, 
and not in the Government; and that in all poſſible revolutions that may 
happen in Governments, the means are always with the Nation, and the 
Nation always in exiſtence. Mir. Burke argues, that the creditors ought to 
have abided the fate of the Government which they truſted ; but the Na- 
tional Aﬀembly conſidered them as the creditors of the Nation, and not 
of the Government—of the maſter, and not of the ſteward. 

Notwithſtanding the late Government could not diſcharge the current 
expences, the preſent Government has paid off a great part of the capital. 
This has been accompliſhed by two means; the one by leſſening the ex- 
pences of Government, and the other by the ſale of the monaſtic and ec- 
cleſiaſtical landed eſtates. The devotees and penitent debauchees, extorti- 
oners and miſers of former days, to enſure themſelves a better world than 
that which they were about to leave, had bequeathed immenſe property in 
truſt to the prieſthood, for pious ver ; and the prieſthood kept it for them- 
felves. The National afcmbly has ordered it to be fold for the good of 
the whole Nation, and the prictthood to be decently provided for. 

in conſequence of the Revolution, the annual intereſt of the debt of 
France will be reduced at leaſt fix millions ſterling, by paying off upwards 
of one hundred millions of the capital ; which, with lefſening the former 
expences of Government at leaſt three millions, will place France in a ſitu- 
ation werthy the imitation of Europe. 

Upon a whole review of the ſubje&t, how vaſt is the contraſt ! While 
Mr. Burke has been talking of a general bankruptcy in France, the Na- 
tional Aſſembly has been paying off the capital of its debt; and while 
taxc have increaſed near a million a-year in England, they have lowered ſe- 
vera! millions a-ycar in France. Not a word has either Mr. Burke or Mr. 
Pitt faid abcut French affairs, or the ſtate of the French finances, in the 
preſent Scſſion of Parliament. The ſubjeR begins to be too well underſtood, 
and impulition ſerves no longer. 

'There is a general enigma running through the whole of Mr. Burke's 
Book. He writes in a rage againſt the National Aﬀembly ; but what is he 
enruged about? If his aſſertions were as true as they are graundleſs, and 
that France by her Revolution had ann ihilated her power and become wha:: 
he cails %, it night excite the grief of a * 


tenſive in a country, the 
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himfelf as à national man,) and provoke his againſt the National Aſ- 
fembly; but why ſhould it excite the rage of Mr. Burke ?—Alas! it is 
not the Nation of France that Mr. Burke means, but the COURT; and 
| every Court in Europe, dreading the fame fate, is in mourning. He 
— writes neither in the character of a Frenchman nor an Engliſhman, but in 
the fawning character of that creature known in all countries, and friend 
to none, a CourTirx. Whether it be the Court of Verfailles, or the 
Court of St. James or of Carlton-Houſe, or the Court in expectation, fig- 
nifies not ; for the caterpillar principle of all Courts and Courtiers are alike. 
They form a common policy throughout Europe, detached and 

from the intereſt of Nations ; and while they appear to quarrel, they agree 
to plunder. Nothing can be more terrible to a Court or a Courtier than 
the Revolution of France. That which is a bleſſing to Nations, is bitter- 
neſs to them ; and as their exiſtence depends on 7 7 ay Amp 
they tremble at the approach of principles, and dread the precedent that 
threatens their overthrow. 


CON C LUS IOX. 


- REASON and Ignorance, the oppolites of each other, influence the 
great bulk of mankind. If either of theſe can be rendered fufficiently ex- 

of Government goes eaſily on. Reaſon 
obeys itſelf; and I fubmits to whatever is dictated to it. 

The two modes of Government which prevail in the world, are, ff, 
Government by election and repreſentation : Secondly, y be- 
reditary ſucceſſion. The former is generally known by the name of re- 
public; the latter by that of monarchy and 

Thoſe two diſtind and oppoſite ſorms, erect chemfelves on the two dif- 
tin& and oppoſite baſes of Reaſon and l .— As the cxerciſe of Go- 
— _— — —ů— 


have hereditary deſcent, it is ident that hereditary fucceſſion 


belief from man, to which his rcaſou cannot ſubſcribe, and which can coly 
be eftabliſhed his i ce; and the more ignorant any country is, 
the better it is for is ſpecies of Government. 

On the contrary, Government in a well conſtituted „requires no 
belief from man beyond what his reaſon can give. He res the rationale of 


the whole ſyſtem, its origin and its operation; and as it is beſt ſupported 


whom hobined with boldneſs, and acquire, 
under this form of Government, a gigantic manlineſs. 

As, therefore, each of thoſe forms acts on a different baſe, the one mov- 
ing freely by the aid of reaſon, the other by ignorance; we have next to 
eonſfider, what it is that gives motion to that fpecies of Government which 
is called mixed Government, or, as it ſometimes ludicrouſly tiled, a Co- 
vernment of this, that, and t ather. 

E Pann, bet nanny, Cor- 
However imperfect election and repreſentation may be in mixed 
—— cor excrciſe to a greater of reaſon than 
is convenient to the hereditary Part; and therefore it becomes neceſſary to 
buy the reaſon up. A mixcd Government is an imperfect every thing, 
ce and ſoldering the diſcordant parts together by corruption, to + 
as a W Mr. Burke appears highly diſguſted, that France, ſince ſhe 
had reſolved on a revolution, did not adopt what he calls © 1 Britiſh Con- 
liuution; and the regretful manner in which he expreſſes himſelf on this 
occaſion, implics a ſuſpicion, that the Britiſh Conſtitution needed ſomething 
10 keep its deleRs in <quntenance. 
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Ir mixed Governments there is no reſponſibility : the parts cher each 
other till reſponſibility is loſt ; and the corruption which moves the machine, 
contrives at the ſame time its own it is laid down 28 a 
maxim, that a K _——— Ar ſimilar ſecu- 
rity with that of i 
op G0 ard OR: — 
r 


— he can always command; and that kbp places pens 
the In this ro- 


tit . 
of ſupporting all the forms of Government at once, 
finally reſolving itſelf into a government by i 


to each other, kke damecency, ariſtocracy, and mo- 


ments of human power, we n 
thoſe terms would deſcriptively r 


man, — — 
n an himſelf. Monarchy, ariſtocracy, _ 
of imagination; and a thouſand ſuch may be contrived as well as three. 


From the Revolutions of America and France, and the that 
have appcared in other countries, it is — thooginieg the world 
is changing with reſpect to ſyſtems of Government, and that revolutions 
ithin the compaſs of political calculations. 'The ter of 
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time and circurgſtances, which — 4 — 2 
is too mechanical to meaſure the of the mind, and the rapidity 
2 —— All che old governments 
have received a ſhock from thoſe that already appear, and which were once 
i „ and are a greater ſubject of wonder, than a general revo- 


or driven by another, and impoveriſhed 
becomes evident that thoſe fyſtems are bad, and that a 
in the principle and conſtruction of Governments is nec . 

What is government more than the of the affairs of a Na- 
tion? It is not, and from its nature cannot be, the property of any parti- 
cular man or family, but of the whole community, at whoſe expence it is 
— — 2 though by force or contrivance it has been uſurped into an 
inheri , the uſurpation cannot alter the right of things. Sovereignty, 
r 
and a Nation has at all times an inherent indefeaſible right to aboliſh any 
form of Government it finds inconvenicnt, and eftabliſh ſuch as accords 


* NI. The Nation is effentially the ſource of all Sovereignty ; nor can any 
© INDIVIDUAL, er ANY BODY OF MEN, be extitled to any authority which is not 
* exprefuly derived from it.” 


In theſe principles, there is nothing to throw a Nation into confuſion by 
inflaming ambition. are calculated to call forth wiſdom and abili- 
the public good, and not for the emolument 
or aggrandizement of particular deſcriptions of men or families. Monar- 
chical ſovereignty, the enemy ws mate miſery, is abo- 
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liſhed; and fovercignty itſelf is reſtored to its natural and original place, 
the Nation. Were this the caſe throughout Europe, the cauſe of wars 
would be taken away. 

It is attributed to Henry the Fuurth of France, a man of an enlarged and 
benevolent heart, that he about the year 1620, 2 plan for aboliſh- 
ing war in Europe. The conſiſted in conſtituting a European Congreſs, 
or as the French Authors ſtile it, » Pacific Republic; by appointing dele- 
gates from the ſeveral Nations, who were to act as a Court of Arbitration 
in any diſputcs that t ariſe between nation and nation. 

Had ſuch a plan been adopted at the time it was the taxes of 
— — and France, as two of the parties, would have been at leaſt ten 

ſterling anyually to each Nation leſs than they were at the com- 
mencement of the French Revolution. 

To conceive a cauſe why ſuch a plan has not been. adopecd, (and that 
inſtead of a Congreſs for the purpoſe of preventing war, it has been called 
only to terminate a war, after a fru.leſs expence of ſeveral years), it will be 
neceſſary to conſider the intereſt of Governments as a diſtin& intereſt to 
that of Nations. 

Whatever is the cauſe of taxes to a Nation, becomes alſo the means of 
revenue to a Government. Every war terminates with an addition of taxes, 
and conſequently with an addition of revenue; and in any event of war, in 
the manner they are now commenced and concluded, the power and in- 
tereſt of Governments are increaſed. War, therefore, from its productive- 
neſa, as it eaſily furniſhes the pretence of neceſſity for taxes and appointments 
to placcs and offices, becomes a principal part of the ſyſtem of old Go» 
vernments; and to eſtabliſh any mode to aboliſh war, however advantageous 
it might be to Nations, would be to take from ſuch Government the moſt 
hacrative of its branches. The frivolous matters upon which war is made, 
ſhew the diſpoſition and avidity of Governments to uphold the fyſtem of 
war, and betray the motives upon which they act. 

Why are not Republica plunged — tne decans eho maturo ef choly 
Government does an intereſt diſtin to that of the Nation ? 


inſtant form of Government was changed in France, the republican 


2 means of heating the imagination of their reſpeRtive Nations, and incenfing 
them to hoſtilities. Man is not the enemy of man, but through the me- 
dium of a falſe ſyſtem of Government. Inſtead, therefore, of 
the ambition of Kings, the exclamation ſhould be directed 
the principle of ſuch Governments ; r to reform 
— the wiſdom of a Nation ſhould apply itfelt 
ſyſtem. 
Whether the forms and maxims of Governments whi all in 
practice, were adapted to the condition of the — od they 
were eſtabliſhed, is not in this caſe the queſtion. - gr oy are, the 
leſs correſpondence can they have with the preſent ſtate ime 
———— ———— ——_— ro. 
—s —— —— —_— @ Wy ITS cuſtoms 
manners.— 


ſyſtem of Government, and a different ee know 
operations, to what might have been the 
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As it is not difficult to perceive, from the enlightened ſtate of mankind, 


probability, rand Neo ee, ar re 
America. 
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